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Digests of Recent Opinions = “ctics To The Bor = Coverage Under Omnibus Clause Of Automobile 
4 | e eye e ege 
During the Christmas recess, 
— HOTELS — INNKEEPERS — In about 1115 inches square. At the | December 26. 1960 to January Liability Policy Clarified 
. DE. absence of applicable statute, top center is a prominent desig- | 2, 1961, inclusive, Judge James es 
i an innkeeper is practically the nation “The Traymore Directory”. A, Coolahan has been designa- The Supreme Court, in two| SUPREME COURT OF 
elle- insurer of articles brought by a At the upper left is a picture of | ted as the Superior Court judge| opinions by Justice Proctor rend- NEW JERSEY 
guest into his hotel room, ex- the hotel. In four columns, under on duty for the purpose of| ered on December 5, did much to| 4-12 September Term 1960 
oneration being had only for prominent captions, are set out hearing emergent matters. clarify the state of the law in JOHN MATITS. et al Plaintiff- 
loss due to act of God, public the featured facilities of the hotel During this period Judge Cool-| New Jersey with relation to the Respondent, vs NATIONWIDE 
enemy, or fault of the guest such as restaurants, beach, pool, ahan will be available either at extent of coverage afforded by MUTUAL INSURANCE CO. etc.. 
himself. entertainment and the like. In his chambers in the Court) the standard omnibus clause in ¢ 4) Defendant-Appellant. - 
-R.S. 29:2-2, providing for limita- the lower right hand corner in a | House, Newark (telephone Mit-| | automobile liability insurance Sti: Mace 36 iene 
tion of hotelkeeper’s liability 2’2 inch box bearing the caption hell 2-7800) or at his home policies. In one case the court rul- ‘ec di ed th Z fe “re re z 
MAKE by posting of notice of avail- “Notice to Guests” in type sub- (telephone OLdfield 9-4213). ed that one using the insured car pthc mk “ on ae “ 
nunity ability of depository for valu- Stantially less prominent than Edward B. McConnell with the named insured’s permis- a ae Phin oo aa Mie. Siem 
esi ables, being in derogation of that of the hotel's features, there Administrative Director; sion was covered by the policy Noy wert peg ae yer . 
— common law, must be strictly is Set forth the statutory informa- of the Courts without regard to the extent of * “Ppenheim, of Vounsel.) 
a, construed and strictly complied | t!0n as to availability of a safe her deviation from the permitted Mr. Kent A. Losche argued the 
— with: : and absence of liability for valu- | use, and in the other that. one Pe for oe parece ps 
: cenaeeies ” ™ avail- | 2les not left there. —_ . operating the insured car in a +nsurance Company. (Mr. Charles 
— aie pte yo agpet The question is whether this Judicial Appointments use permitted by the insured C. Shenier, Attorney.) 
aa of hotel’s limited statutory lia- | NOtice satisfied the statute as a Confirmed was covered by the policy though Mr. Carl Gelman argued the 
E bility is not an acceptable sub- Matter of law. The answer is in i ries such operator was in effect ex- cause for the Plaintiff-Respond- 
ombns stitute for proper statutory the negative. The “notice” was a The Senate, on Monday, con- Pressly prohibited by the named ent, John Matits. (Messrs. Gel- 
A 532. notice by the hotelkeeper so as (Continued ao 2) firmed the appointment of one insured. _ man & Gelman, Attorneys.) 
mee to limit liability. paves ln ili Superior Court Judge, one County Poses eo text of the two deci-| Mr. Leon A. Consales argued 
_He . — ies aR Court Judge, two District Court Slons 1oUows: the cause for the Plaintiffs-Re- 
& — ect era teanetice on | Opinions Approved For | judges, one Juvenile and Domestic * spondents, Anthony and Elizabeth 
“ designated as hotel directory Publication Relations Court judge and one Administrative bee ge f th t 
- * a ana ae ae | Severeeee prosecutor. . ' ‘he opinion o e court was 
d wl Base pag po | December 13 to 19, 1960 The new appointees are: Barn ce rn delivered by PROCTOR, J. 
; ing notice under glass on dress- | NOTE: Copies of the opinions listed To be Judge of the Superior our ° ae This case concerns coverage un- 
J. er rather than on door satis-| below are sent to each county law Court: JOSEPH HALPERN, of Calendar Conditions = der the omnibus clause of an au- 
= fied requirement of placing not-| /ibrary. Any member of the bar may Somerville, to succeed Bernard W. ; a a tomobile liability insurance policy 
a ice in a conspicuous position,| secure @ copy of the opinion in any Vogel, deceased. The following is a statement and | issued by the defendant, Nation- 
are questions for jury. | particular case, without charge, by to pe Judge of the Somerset '?2" by Edward B. McConnell, Ad-| wide Mutual Insurance Co. 
Ree? i, ne | writing to the Clerk of the Supreme Gounty Court: J. BERKELEY !"s!vative Director of the Courts, rela- On October 26, 1956, an auto- 
‘Digested from an opinion by Court, State House Annex, Trenton.| “oO” ses : wie. tive to the work of the courts and calen-| mobile owned by Mrs. Hilda Ve- 
JS conford, S. J. A. D. rendered Dec. | 2 i Wilees LEAHY, of Bound Brook, to SUC dar conditions, as of November 30, lasco and driven by Mrs. Betty 
yer 6, 1960. Appellate Div. North v. | SUPREME COURT ceed Joseph Halpern. 1960—Eb. Mae Hoerner collided with an 
Tisch. For appellant—Marvin A. | Appeals—None To be Judge of the Juvenile and The work of the courts through- aytomobile owned by Elizabeth 
Sachs (Harold D. Feuerstein, | Petitions For Certification Domestic Relations Court of Cam-| out the state continues to be Slodzinski and driven by her hus- 
4 §2:Y). For respondent — Stanley | Granted— den County: EDWARD A. REID, | handicapped by a shortage Of pang Anthony Slodzinski, in 
—— §G. Bedford (Mead, Gleeson, Han- | State v. Croland, 63 N.J. Super. 143 of Camden. judges. No substantial improve- which John Matits was a passen- 
"4 —isen and Pantages, attys). | Reiter v. Marx Colon & Chem Co.,— 79 pe Judges of the Bergen Co. ment in the calendars can rea- ger. Matits and Elizabeth and 
TION Plaintiff, as suprogee sued to |A650-59, App. Div., Sept. 27, 1960. pjistrict Court: JOHN H. SHIELDS, | sonably be expected until addi- Anthony Slodzinski instituted ac- 
WUE | Bcover for the loss of Mrs.|Re: Duty of owner of premises to yR of North Arlington, to suc- tional judges are made available. tions for personal injuries and 
“ohen’s mink coat while the | employee of independent contrac- ceed Gordon H. Brown. WILLIAM There is an urgent need for the property damage against Mrs. 
RS cohens were guests at the Hotel) tor to inspect latent defects. J. ARNOLD, of Englewood, to suc- filling of existing vacancies, for Hoerner and Mrs. Velasco. The 
VES Traymore operated by defendant SUPERIOR COURT ceed Benjamin P. Galanti. , the six new Superior Court judge- actions against Mrs. Velasco were 
f The Cohens had been guests at APPELLATE DIVISION To be County Prosecutor of Ships that would be authorized by gismissed, it being agreed that 
== +1 [che hotel since December 21 and) | : neaen Cape May County: JAMES A. A-103 presently pending in the yrs Hoerner was not the former’s 
 Bsiscovered that the coat was miss- | Staudter v. Elter (A-753-59, de- O'NEILL. of Wildwood, to succeed Legislature, and for the several agent at the time of the collision 
== $22 from their room when they | “ided December 12, 1960) George B "Francis, resigned. new judgeships that will be cre- qyia) of the consolidated actions 
Y ‘eturned to the room on the eve-| Set aside judgment entered on ies ated when the 1960 census is of- aoainst Mrs. Hoerner resulted in 
ung of December 24. Defendant! defendant’s motion to dismiss a ficially promulgated. judgments in favor of Matits for 
fered proof of various notices complaint by surviving husband New Law * * * $25,000, and in favor of Elizabeth 
43 to availability of a hotel de-| claiming that his late wife and he en Supreme Court: and Anthony Slodzinski for $875 
- xsitory for valuables, purport-| had made irrevocable agreements Governor Meyner has signed Its calendar is current with on- and $500 respectively. 
“aly In compliance with RS. 29:2-|to dispose of their property by tne following bill: ly 20 ready appeals awaiting ar- At the time of the collision, 
as amended. The trial court | mutual, reciprocal wills. While “g_9¢4 Chapter 147 December 5. gument on November 30. Mrs. Velasco was the named as- 
e santed defendant's motion for| plaintiff's proof had been exclud- authorizes the appointment of a ae sured in an automobile liability 
==) J cement at the end of the case | ed at the trial as being testimony J,venile and Domestic Relations “PPelate Division, insurance policy issued by Na- 
~ fa the ground that liability de-|by a party to transaction with a ‘ staan caamiiie ss | Superior Court: tionwide and covering the auto- 
= d Sek ap a * judge in 2nd class counties of less A substantial backlog exists | 
*nded upon either defendant's | decedent contrary to N. J. S. 2A: than 325,000 population ; mobile driven by Mrs. Hoerner. 
‘atus as bailee or its negligence | 81-2 as it then existed, that sec- = , with 170 appeals perfected and 1140. the terms of that policy, 
aid that neither had been shown. | tion was amended, while this ap- ati awaiting argument at the end of Nationwide extended coverage to 
Held: At common law, in the/|peal was pending, so as to elim-' Notice Re: Motions In | the month as compared with _ Hilda Velasco, her spouse, and 
sence of statute an innkeeper | inate the bar to such testimony. Sussex and Warren 82 at the same time ar nin *\“any person or organization le- 
5 practically the insurer of the | Substantial justice thus requires i party taking an appeal today can gally responsible for the use of 
safety of property entrusted to} the case to be remanded to have Counties not expect a decision in the ordin- +." described automobile pro- 
als care by a guest, exoneration| the trial court consider this addi- —— ary course until the end of June. A J. 404 the actual use was with the 
ting had only by showing the/tional testimony. Rejected de- During the month of January slight decline in the number, of permission of the policyholder or 
8s was due to acts of God or|fendant’s request that this court 1961, in Sussex and Warren Coun- @Ppeals filed during the first 3 och spouse.” This is the stand- 
‘ae public enemy, or to the fault|consider the testimony, in the ties, motions in cases on the Inte- months of this court year has) _ 4 omnibus clause found in most 
of the guest himself. Bringing the | exercise of its original jurisdiction, grated Law List, matters in the not yet had any substantial effect automobile liability insurance po- 
article into the guest’s hotel room|to see whether it establishes County Courts, and in the Sussex 0° the calendar. licies. Mrs. Hoerner was covered 
+a constructive entrustment of | plaintiff’s claim “by clear and con- County District Court, will be Law Division, under a similar policy issued by 
‘to the hotelkeeper. It is there-| vincing proof,” as required by heard as follows: Superior and County Courts: plaintiff, Allstate Insurance Co., 
— “ore clear that defendant was not | present N.J.S. 2A:81-2, as the trial| In Sussex County on Friday in| Combined civil calendar: Con- on another automobile but ex- 
‘ssolved by mere failure of plain-| judge is in far better position to each week at 10 am., and in gestion continue to become more tending to occasional operation 
“f to establish defendant's neg- | evaluate the testimony. Warren County on Friday in each acute. While 1407 cases were dis- by her of a vehicle other than 
“gence. | Amadeo v. Amadeo (A-976-59, week at 2:00 p.m. posed of in November, as com-| the one insured. Nationwide re- 
Our Legislature, in 1907, in com- | decided December 15, 1960) Judge Concilio will hear such pared with 1204 last November, fused to defend Mrs. Hoerner on 
mon with most other American| Reversed support order entered motions on Friday, January 6th, 1562 new cases were added to the the ground that, in light of the 
urisdictions, adopted a statute/in Juv. & Dom. Ct. upon wife’s 1961, and Judge Schechter on Calendars. New litigation during circumstances under which she 
‘harply restrictive of the common} complaint charging husband with | Friday, January 13th, January September, October and Novem- | was driving the car at the time of 
4w liability of hotelkeepers to} wilful refusal or neglect to sup- 20th. and January 27th. 1961 ber is up 12% over the compér- | the collision, she was not covered 
guests. R.S. 29:2-2 ordains that} port family, and remanded mat- i ‘ ’ able 3 months a year ago. The|by the Velasco policy. Allstate 
whenever a hotelkeeper provides | : THOMAS J. STANTON ( : 3. col. 4) defended Mrs. Hoerner and, af- 
2 safe or other depository for | (Continued on page 9, col. 2) A. J. 8. C. Continued on page 3, col. ter judgment against her, paid 
safekeeping of valuables, includ- | $10,000, the full coverage oy its 
ng furs, and “shall place, in a policy, to Matits. Matits and the 
‘Onspicuous position in the room | qa RASA RAGES AAG EES RSA EEE RG REI MGS RRA RARE NGEISEEA | Slodzinskis instituted the present 
rooms occupied by such guests, | ¥ § /actions to collect from Nation- 
aig: pega ~ —. ie THE NEW JERSEY LAW JOURNAL EXTENDS g ae — tetera 
such safe or other depository is € Hoerner judgments. Als 
stovided”, and a guest neglects | | pene Nationwide for $972.80, the 
% to deposit the articles, the|¥ | expenses incurred defending Mrs. 
Rotelkeeper is not liable for loss Fe ? , 4 Hoerner. These actions were con- 
of the property. If the goods are | Season S Greetings 4 \solidated for trial, and the 
aed deposited, liability is limited | 4 ¥ | amounts sued for are not in dis- 
% $500. | dispute. 
Defendant relies principally on | . * 4 Nationwide concedes that it was 
. 2 document placed under the : TO THE BENCH AND BAR ¥%\ the primary insurer and that 
Zass on the dresser in the : 
“chen’s room. This paper was Secon secon tecnctns oa be be Barbar eers sw Sacco Bac be Wer Ber BaD Se aCeC eC BeL BANAT SA (Continued on page 5, col. 1) 
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minor appendage of what in prim- 
ary purport was a hotel directory, 
which a guest might very well 
not read if he was not interested 
in the “Directory”. The express 
requirement in the statute that 
the notice be placed “in a con- 
spicuous position” evidences an 
intent that it be conspicuous and 
a serious question is presented as 
to whether this notice can be 


WILLS Testatrix’ intention | 


| descent and distribution 
| Should said Egenolf Day Nursery 
!continue to function until after 


must be drawn from entire will *2¢ death of my next of kin living 


in light of surrounding circum- ! 
stances and so viewed, testa- 
trix’ sister who was sole next of 
kin and who was given life es- 
tate was not included in term 
“next of kin” used with rela- 


tion to payments of corpus and |} 


of income after her decease. 


—The policy of the law is that all | 


legacies be deemed vested rath- 
er than contingent and that 





regarded as conspicuous. Statutes 
of the kind here involved, since in 
derogation of common law, are 
to be strictly construed and also 
to be strictly complied with. A 
jury question was presented as to 
whether the notice relied on met 
the statutory requirement, and 
also whether leaving. it on the 
dresser, rather than placing it on 
the room door or other promin- 
ent place which a guest would 
necessarily see, constituted plac- 
ing it in a conspicuous position 


precedent to vesting, 
clearly inconsistent with test- 
ator’s intention. 
PERPETUITIES — The test as to 
whether an interest is within 


when it “vests”, not when act- 
ual enjoyment thereof will oc- 
cur. 


PERPETUITIES TRUSTS 


























in the room. a trust is directed to be paid to | SON. 

Other notices relied on by de- the corpus beneficiary the gift) Held: The testatrix’s intention 
fendant did not constitute com- of the corpus is deemed vested | st be drawn from the language 
pliance with the statute because at the death of the settlor or at | | of the entire will as written taken 
lacking the full statutory inform- least at the time when the | in context and illuminated by the 
ation, or not being left in the beneficiary commences to re-| surrounding facts and reum- 
een Oe not being placed = s ceive the income. 'stances. So viewed, testatrix by 
conspicuous position therein. —While a gift over from charit- | referring in her will to “my next 

And, evidence of actual know- able to non-charitable purposes | of kin living at the time of 1 
ledge by the guest of the avail- on the happening of an event | decease” did not intend to include 
ability of a depository and of the which may not occur within] her sister Katherine. This is 
limited statutory liability ls not the time fixed by the rule ear from the context of the will 
an acceptable substitute for strict against perpetuities is invalid] itself, for otherwise payment of 
compliance with the statute. if to one other than the test-| principal to the nursery or next 

Reversed and remanded for new atrix, her estate or her next of|of kin would depend on whether 
trial. kin, a provision for reversion of | the nursery -ontinued or ceased 

the corpus to testatrix, her es-| operations only within the life- 

tate or next of kin on the hap-| time of the sister. Further, in re- 

pening of such contingency isj ferring to next of kin, testatrix 

not within the rule and is valid. | said * the lifetime of any of 

Digested from an opinion by | their iren”, using the piural 

Simmill, J. S. C. rendered Dec. 16,} and thereby excluding her sister 

/1960. Chancery Div. Fidelity v.} who was sole next of kin when 

| Egenolf. For plaintiff 2iker,! the will was executed. Additional- 

Danzig, Marsh & Scherer. For} ly, the sister was 75 years old and 

defendant nursery Pollis, Wil-| childless. And further, the will 

liams & Pappas. For other de-j indicates testatrix’ primary con- 

TRUST | fendants Darcy & Murray and} cern was first for her sister, then 

compounded George Warren. |for the nursery provided it con- 

quarterly FUNDS Lena Egenolf died in 1942 leav-| tinued to function, and finally 

ing a will made in 1938 in which] for the other next of kin. The 

Funds Insured up te $10,000 she placed her residuary estate in| trust the refore did not ‘aaa the 

by U. S. Govt. Instrumentality trust to pay the income to herjon Katherine’s deatt ona Bess 

. . sister Katherine for life, then to] nursery is not the 
Transactions may be handled by mail Egenolf Day Nursery and further principal 

FREE PARKING at Kinney Garage | provided: “Should the said nurs-| The rule against perpetuities is | 

Your account or inquiry invited fj} ery be abandoned or cease [tO|that no interest is good uniess 

function during the lifetime of it must ves f at all. not later 

MOHAWK my next of kin who are living at}/than 21 years after some life in 

the time of my decease, or during] peins at creation of the interest. 

Loan Assn the lifetime of their children,/ By the will, payment of principal 

SAVINGS ant tom 2, N. Je then and in those events I give may not be made until aay me 
Mitchell 3-0260 | the principal remaining tO! death of children of living kin, 

Philip Klein, President » my said next of kin and their chil-| which children might be unborn 

dren according to the statutes 0N! when testatrix died. However. the 

test under the rule is when the 

[_ —_—e e e interest “vests”, not when actual 
Financial Printers enjoyment thereof will occur. 
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Where income from corpus of | 





at the time of my decease and 
| their children, then and in that 


|event I direct my trustees to pay | 
;dent unless such a construction 


| the principal to the Egenolf Day 
Nursery absolutely”. 

Decedent had no children, and | 
her husband and parents had pre- 
| deceased her. Her sister Kather- 
ine was 75 years old when the will 


| 


DECEMBER 22, 1960 





fixed by the rule against perpetu- 
ities. This construction is fortified 
by the well-settled principle that 
the courts favor immediate vest- 
ing of estates and will construe a 
condition to be subsequent wher- 
ever possible rather than prece- 


| would be clearly inconsistent with 


| the intention of the testator. 

A gift over from charitable to 
non-charitable purposes upon the 
| happening of an event which may 


| was made, had no children, and | Possibly not occur within the time 
was single. Her only other living | fixed by the rule against perpetu- 
lities is invalid if the recipient of 


83 N. J. L. J. Index Page 639 


| a single retail distribution licens, 
The municipal board and the 
State ABC Director had each ap. 
proved renewal of such license 

As recited by Bamberger j 3 
application for renewal of its lic. 
ense and as established by th; 
proofs Bamberger has four sep- 
arate alcoholic beverage - 
areas all located in its depart 
store at 109-135 Market St., 
ark. 

Held: The principle question 
whether each selling area in ths 
department store is “a specifi 
place of business” within 






se 


New v- 





conditions attached to legacies| Kin were cousins and other dis- | 
be construed as conditions sub- | 
sequent rather than conditions | 1949. 
unless | 


tant relatives. Katherine died in 


The questions raised are wheth- 
er the trust terminated on the 
death of Katherine because she 


was the sole “next of kin living 
at the time of my decease” 


the rule against perpetuities is| whether the gift of principal to 


the nursery was void as contrary 
to the rule against perpetuities, 
and whether the gift of principle 
to the next of kin and their chil- 
{dren was void for 

















Where the income from the cor- 
pus of a trust is directed to be 
paid to the beneficiary until it 
to receive the corpus, the gift 
corpus will be deemed vested at 
the death of the settlor or at 
least at the time when the bene- 
ficiary commences to receive the 
income. 

The next of kin assert that the 
will, however, makes the vesting 
in the nursery contingent on a 
condition precedent, to wit, con- 
tinued existence after death of all 
living next of kin and their chil- 


1s 


of 


| dren. This, however, is contrary 
to the rule stated, is contrary to 
the policy of the law which re- 
|}quires that all legacies be held 
veste ed rather than contingent un- 
ss clearly inconsistent with test- 





ator’s intent, and would be con- 
trary to, rather than in contra- 
vention of testatrix’ declared in- 
tention. By the will, the gift of 
the principal vested at testa- 


trix’s death but payment was 
conditioned on the  nursery’s 


being in existence and operation 
at the time designated for pay- 
ment. The gift was vested subject 
to being divested if the nursery 
discontinued operations before 
the time for payment thereof ar- 
rived. This is a condition subse- 
quent or a divesting condition 
and does not prevent or effect the 
initial vesting well within the time 


the same rea-|,-.. ; eee ‘ 
| testatrix. Hence that provision is 


| 


| other than the testatrix, her es- 


jrule against perpetuities. 





| ark A.B.C. 


| Brass, 





meaning of that provision ir 
N. J. S. A. 33:1-26, requiring 

separate license, or whether ; 
single license for the entire build- 
ing constitutes compliance with 
the statute. The statute require 
a separate license “for each spec- 
ific place of business and the op 
eration and effect of every licens: 
is confined to the licensed prem 
ises”. While the term “eect f 


the non-charitable gift over be 


tate or next of kin. However, a 
provision whereby the trust prop- 
erty shall revert from the charity 
to the testatrix, her estate or next 
of kin on the happening of a re- 
mote contingency is valid since 
such a provision is not within the 
In this 
case, if the nursery is abandoned 
before the time fixed, there is a 
reversion to the next of kin of 














in the statute, several patie per- 
tinent words or phrases are de- 
fined, including “building”’ 
ing “a structure of which license; 
premises are or may be a part 
“premises” as being “the physi 
place at which a licensee is 
may be licensed to conduct 
the sale of alcoholic beverages 


not within the rule against per- 
petuities and is valid. The contin- 
gent gift to testatrix’s next of kin 
living at her death and their 
children is also valid. 

The trust therefore continues 
with income to be paid to the 
nursery as long as it continues to and “licensed premises” as com 
operate, till the death of the last prising “any premises for which 
next of kin of testatrix living at license under this chapter 
her death and their children, and force and effect.” 
then to pay the corpus to the The determination of wheth: 
nursery. If the nursery ceases to Bamberger’s selling areas 
operate before that time, the cor- stitute one “specific place of bus'- 
pus ls to be paid to the next Of ness” within the intendment 
Kin living on May 15, 1952 and the statute should be made in ¢ 
their children. light of the obvious purpose of : 
“specific place of business’ 
quirement, that is, to tape t 
Splitting of Leenaes and in 
avoidance of the maxim 
ense limitations So vi eweed, B 
berger’s arrangement is 


lm that purpose 


a> VE- 


ALCOHOLIC ‘BEVER. AGE CON- 
TROL — Only one retail license 
is required where the licensee 
sells alcoholic beverages at 
more than one location within 
the same licensed place of busi- 
ness; a separate license is not 
required for each selling area. 

STATUTES — ADMINISTRATIVE 
LAW — Where a statutory con- 
struction is res nova with the — oe 
courts, administrative construc- * mes sist Pigs eee Re: as tae onl 
tion is entitled to great weight iene Ee than the ee 
especially when such construc- ;-"+,, situation here. A violatic: 
tion is contemporaneous with 3. merely because ¢ 

a iarge 





oO 


1ical to that 

Bambe 
liquor at 
135 Mar 


the 


srger 1s 1c 
premises loc 
et St. It see 
nsed premises f 








does not occur 
business” is 


and the 


enactment of the statute and 

is followed for many years. 

Digested from an opinion by 
Freund, J. A. D. rendered Dec. 6, 
1960. Appellate Div. Essex v. New- 
and Macy. For appel- 

Leonard Brass (Brass & 
attys). For R. H. Macy & 
Co. — Herbert D. Kelleher (Lum, 
Fairlie & Foster, attys) 

The question involved is the 
right of R. H. Macy & Co. to oper- 
ate four different, physically-sep- 
arated, liquor-selling areas in the 
Newark Bamberger store under 


“place of 
tablishment 
premises” have 
throughout the “place of 
ness” indicated, with sales t 
permitted in specified areas 
latter constituting the 
premises”. Each copes 
the store cannot realistically 
regarded as ‘a specific plac 
business” separate and distin 
from the others. 

Further, since the question - 


been sp 





lant 


‘lic ens 





(Continued on page 3, col. 1) 
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FLICTS 


This is an interpleader action 


trict but since the adoption of 
N. J. S. 37:1-10 in 1939 are no 





QUESTION NO. 496 


number of cases which have been 
pending for over 12 months now 


County District Courts: 
During the months of Septem- 


11C to determine to whom life insur- longer recognized in New Jersey. LAWYERS’ NAMES — LETTER- 
ell ames bene narstle under in| The eet nese nie aD FoRy Gm (amet a ete cae nee a ee 
ep- policy to ins S widow, if any, avi rsel S- N 2, alo i cases have been dis- 
or in the absence thereof to his serted D.C. common law marriage bing — , and only 1,156 five years ago. The posed of, an increase of 1,482 over 
children, should be paid. The to circumvent the invalidity of|, TS office consists of five at- situation is most acute in Essex, the same 3 months last year and 
claimants are Rhoda, who asserts the ceremonial marriage. Having | a tee - whom conduct Hudson, Middlesex and Union 12,37 more than during the com- 

he in mind the continued residence |*#€F individual practices and counties where the average liti- parable period 5 years ago. By 
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gant must now wait about two 








reason of the increased volume 


























children of deceased by a pri of both of the alleged spouses in|/;o é . 
h marriage. New Jersey from the time of the | UOMSPS with two members Of years for his case to reach trial. of new filings, however, the total 
ecifi Insured married Rhoda cere- removal of the impediment, at the office who may be designated |" Criminal: With top priority be- number of pending cases was re- 
] monially in the District of Col- which time a common law mar-|25 Semior members . The three ing given to the criminal work of | duced by only 1,417. Moreover, 
| umbia in 1941. They lived together riage could first arise, the parties | 20"-Semior”’ members of our of- the courts, 1030 cases were dis-| the number of cases over 6 months 
as and held themselves out to be, could not by jointly holding|#ce, im addition to conducting posed of with only 842 new filings. old, 4,117 as of the end of No- 
man and wife, in the District of themselves out as man and wife | ‘Meir individual practices, are as- The criminal calendars, however, vember, has increased slightly 
Columbia as well as in New Jersey. on their visits to the District cre- | S0C!ated with the senior members are still far from current. Of the since the opening of the courts 
The parties were then, and con- ate a common law status which | 07 &er a “quantum meruit, Per- 3452 active cases pending at the in September and is up 508 over a 
ir tinued to be, domiciled in New would be recognized as valid na Pe . = oe = end of November, in 568 the in- year ago. 
ae ; fr ee ha PEER BBS |} of compensation. Ina ion, the} q; AS: : 
Spe Jersey but made frequent visits New Jersey. When the parties re- | sae genior reed Calin ana ak dictments were returned over 4) Juvenile and 
1€ Op to the District of Columbia for a turned to New Jersey, they had | Aedelaee earner year ago and in another 790 from pyomestice Relations Courts: 
icense ] few days at a time. Insured was no marital status. Intermittent | Partners) Pa shorn 360 with each § to 12 months has elapsed since In November these courts heard 
in 1941 still validly married to one Visitations to the District after | De ‘rom time to time, on vary- Grand Jury action. Because of 4 total of 1270 juvenile matters 
Georgia. He procured divorce entry of the divorce could not ing matters. : : the emphasis that has been placed 1245 domestie relations pairs 
efir from Georgia in New Jersey in suffice to alter their domiciliary] Thétefore, as indicated, there is on the criminal calendars they and 408 com laints under the uni- 
rp 1948. Rhoda contends she never status. The public policy of New|@ $006 O°SIi© of participation are in better shape than they form sen support act. Of 
re d knew of any impediment to her Jersey precludes recognition a = a poral avid ages were a year ago and considerably the 3988 cases on the calendars 
us 0 marriage to the insured. any common law marital rela-|*0US Memoers Or ace | better than 5 years ago. ; = ticic . 
Held: At the time tionship which may have been ac- though each member maintains a Nilsectiesioeen: aeamcneteeibai in these 3 ee ae 
a marriage in 1941, ‘the quired through cohabitation of separate identity and continues was shown durin Neveube in ce a a 2 . oe 
ny was in violation of f the | ( the parties in the District while to practice independently. pete = tus of tg me d os . pentane — _— a d 
i 2 District of Colum bia be ecause ret taining their domicile in New The specific inquiry relative to conn oe rig asia ke. —o a a i — a 
, ‘shea iia eeeiienrteeed wi eca an | Inte. Tlaa aa tter having | Which an opinion is requested, is ~ os. Prousle MAlers, WOEK-| except in Middlesex, Mamamee, 
: of the pon ——— _—_ ge. Jersey. TI . e , ire ma oy — aa: dolhaeeet men’s compensation appeals and, Morris and Ocean counties which 
ag It was therefore void and Rhoda been in effect localized in New 5 ‘ % 
it -annot invoke estoppel red defeat Jersey, the New Jersey law gov- Upon a consideration of all of — Be pl ae eee ae — nn 
hi the public policy of the District. erns. the foregoing, would an office| (ont appeals pending for over 6| Edward B McConnell 
Under D.C. law, the removal of an. While a marriage valid in the |/¢tterhead, in the fashion here- rit Rag is seuanenl akan peed ciuanien of 
mpediment while parties con-| state where entered into, will be inafter outlined, be acceptable tinued attention must be iven the Courts 
h tinue to live together as husban¢ recognized as valid in every other and PrCyes 3 Ue in connection these calendars vataxe er can eh 
and wife gives rise to a common-_ jurisdiction, that rule implies that with pepanne ingens — which be described as current. 
f bus law Marriage. Common law mar- the validity existed at the time of | (WO OF More members of the of- Chancery Division, 
entry into the relationship, a fact fice are associated. The contem- Superior Court: 
NULy ifle i 4 . ’ ic } } . 
~~ not here present. Comity does not plated form is as follows: 5 : $03 
Digests of Recent sani secmaiattine ae one LAW OFFICES General Equity: Dispositions for 
| Ree a Aaa nih pinhcapes ; Sekai of the first 3 months of this court! 
ot Opinions ee ee Abel Att yrney year totaled 631 ploy only 578 
es Se hae eee ee t - Bernard Barrister new cases were added. But with 
jir ( f page 2) policy of the former. The public aap ” g ae 
so —. from page 2 ns be hss peri cg sp ae py Counselor; etc., list- | 16% of the 1014 cases on the cal- Plant Founded In 1888 
nN i ee —— policy pt rs s ; : : se eWnon ae ‘ ~ j e 2A 
.B *3 nova with the courts, admin- to recognize as valid a common ae begs each attorney in = — Eich i * 
ot strative construction of the rele- law marriage entered into by its|€ office. til considedahie rom. fox tap COMPLETE TITLE SERVICE 
vant statute is entitled to great domiciliaries after 1939. There- WOU Sie SRngnene: FOR GE | nt ee ee 
ant st 4s UU BERD | CUACSanawer, tence x letterhead connote the existence | Provement. 
—_ especially when, here, fore, as far as New Jersey is con- etterhe ans te the existence P Matrimonial: Notwithstanding 
1] : : of a partnership bet S- t : if i é g 
construction sub: tially cerned, Rhoda is not the widow]? 4 P 2 Eee oe the fact that 11 aanea ge 
su wu is » stants laliy ait 1S U a ¢ = sat e oY more cases 
temporaneous with the enact- ee and the policy proceeds a ssepsani se is = r nips ‘oh 
eo ee ith the enact a ee eds | Secondly, would the opinion of been disposed of this fall than|| New Jersey, Pennsylvania, 
1 C the statute and s fol- Vv his cl re ’ " = yee : 
a sere aos 1935 ee 0 a ee the Committee be different if the 1@St, the calendars in_ several Delaware, Maryland 
4 lowed for many years. } Opi nion by Wortendyke, J. filed F ‘ whan . esas Ne ’ y " 
d, m a a names of the two seni smbers COunties have fallen behind. In . 
en e director has interpr he Dec. 6, 1960 in Metropolitan v. — 00 Se ee Bergen and Passaic. where the Connecticut, 
5 ea atute as requir ing o ae yne e- Chase No 708-59 For Rhoda were listed one above the other : = “is z quoi C, where € Rh d i I d 
nse under circumstances similar Chase Morris Roth by Joseph = larger type than yo with - ime etic aa ger hag ig istri pigee ero 
ees aeeie Stevens. For the children—Bassin | Of Other separation distinguishing ! ents have been maae for the District of Columbia 
be 2 gg a sae = Mee’ 5 well Bac bagi, = Z i — g] cl members f ¢tha > > en ee - 
Affirmed. & Bassin by Louis Lebowitz. SED ENE OF ee me ae Louisiana and Florida 
the other three members? Would are not. In addition, it is the 
: such a variation connote the ex- opinion of the Committee that CHELSEA TITLE and 
Be istence of a partn it would be preferable, although 
the two senior 1 not essential, to list the names in GUARANTY COMPANY 
; ANSWER TO QUESTION NO. 496 alphabetical order as indicated in 
a A} ) as N NO. 4° aaa : Main 
icen WE STRETCH--------- Canon 33 states that in the/ "© quaition as Dreseniee. a Boardwall Neticnal Bank 
sissy | selection and use of a fi : It follows that the Committee 
ent serection ang use of a izm name disapproves the second form of Building 
ally no misleading name should be ientatand stmnestnd Atlantic City, N. J. 
lac fused. This cautionary provision CeNeS Se 
distin from HIGH POINT MONUMENT has been cited in condemnation of 
the use of a name which sug- 
gests the existence of a partner- 





to CAPE MAY LIGHTHOUSE 
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ship when in fact 
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there is none 


ol. 1) opinion std of the Committee |! 
ee on Professional Ethics of the As- 
sociation of the Bar of the City 

It’s a stretch of more than 725,000 files of | of New York). On the other hand, 


half a ¢entury. 


title service. 


title information accumulated in more than 


Our long experience specializing in examining | t 
New Jersey titles assures you of the best in 


1S 


We welcome your inquiry. t 
| gested in the first inquiry is per- 
missible under 





| Canon 27 perm 
reputable law 
hame “and tf! 
fessional associ 


ates” 
other than pa 


its publication in| 
ts of the lawyer’s | 
1ames of his pro- | 
In this lat- | 
the word “associ- | 
probably means something 
rtners and profes- | 
ional employees. 
In the opinion of the Commit- 
ee, the form of letterhead sug- 
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er connection 


the Canons of Eth- 





Investment Assistance 


Attorneys faced with investment 
problems, for themselves and their 
clients, frequently use the Investment 




















| x *« k &* |ics and does not connote a part- ; . . 
nership. This conclusion is pred- Advisory Service of National State 
eel icated on the following: 
a LARGEST (a) That first names be used Bank of Newark. 
in each case. 
. PITLE PLANT Ps Ping doa Rbenserigen gle Specific recommendations on se- 
d between any of e : : . 
- ee oe ee service are available for a single, 
’ (c) That neither the word moderate fee. 
New JERSEY REALTY TITLE | | eas sor ic'Sinbat eG 
pear between any of the names. 
In the absence of any one of Department of Estates and Trusts 
e 35! INSURANCE Com PANY the factors listed above, the Com- 
|mittee would disapprove of the 
— NEWARK | suggested letterhead in that it THE NATIONAL STATE BANK 
: serene 2 0 | might well mislead a layman, if ‘ 
ae NEW BRUNSWICK e FREEHOLD was receiving the benefit of the 
services of any or all of the in- “Offices Throughout Essex County” 
dividuals named even as though 
2-490 |they were partners, which they 
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THE PROPOSED UNIFORM COMMERCIAL CODE, 


The Uniform Commercial Code is to be introduced in the New 
Jersey Legislature at the session commencing next January, and by 
way of exposition of the legislation the New Jersey Commission to 
Study the Code, through the courtesy of Soney & Sage, has mailed 
to members of the bar of the state a most interesting study. Indeed, 
even if the code is not adopted, the bar will be indebted to the 
Commission, of which Arthur L. Abrams is chairman, and to the 
Rutgers Law School, (particularly to Professor Clarence Clyde 
Ferguson, Jr. and Professor William D. Hawkland) for furnishing 
us with so excellent a treatise on the commercial law of our state. 
Described by authoritative sources as the best treatise in any state 
on its commercial law, it constitutes an appreciable service to the bar. 


There is little disagreement with the underlying object of the | 
code, namely, to provide a unified, simple, practical statute covering | 


our commercial law. The code wouid be a statute of very extensive 
scope, involving a comprehensive treatment of all the law relating 


to commercial and financial transactions with respect to personal | 


property. It aims not to be revolutionary in its approach, but rather 
to be practical and to discard the sometimes theoretical and outworn 
concepts which underly much of this law. Massachusetts, Pennsyl- 
vania, Connecticut, Rhode Island, New Hampshire and Kentucky 
have adopted the code. It is now being introduced for adoption 
in 14 other states. 

Perhaps the most far-reaching changes are affected by Article 
Nine of the proposed code which regulates security interests in both 
tangible and intangible personal property. Some notion of the scope 
of this article can be drawn from the fact that its enactment would 
require the repeal of New Jersey statutes as to chattel mortgages 
(N. J. S. A. 46:28), conditional sales (N. J. S. A. 46:32), trust receipts 
iN. J. S. A. 46:35), fa 


railroad equipment mortgages (N. J. S. A. 46:33). In addition it 


would require changes in present practices with regard to ware- | 


housing, consignments and bailment leases. 

Under Article Nine all present consensual personal property 
and security devices are supplanted, including the chattel mortgage. 
conditional sale, the trust receipt, factors’ liens and pledges. In 
place thereof the code substitutes a “security interest’. But this 
involves more than mere nomenclature. It also involves more than 
a change of formalities, as for example, the change affected by 
Section 9-203 (1) which abolishes present statutory requirements 
that a chattel mortgage be acknowledged and that an affidavit be 
attached. Such formalities were never required in connection with 
conditional sales agreements and trust receipts. 

Of the remaining nine articles of the code, those of most general 
significance, are Article Two, which modifies the Uniform Sales Act 
(N. J. S. A. 46:30); Article Three which supplants the Negotiable 
Instruments Law (N. J SS. A. 7:1 et seq.); Article Four, which deals 
with bank deposits and collections, replacing substantial portions of 
our Banking Act (N. J. S. A. 17:9A-1 et seq.); Article Six, which deals 
with bulk transfers and changing much of the Bulk Sales Act 
(N. J. S. A. 46:29); Article Seven which takes the place of the Uni- 
form Warehouse Receipt Act (N. J. S. A. 57:1 et seq.) and the Uni- 
form Bill of Lading Act (N. J. S .A. 48:20 et seq.): and Article Eight, 
revising the Uniform Stock Transfer Act (N. J. S. A. 14:8-23 et seq.) 
and treating also of bonds, thus placing bonds and stocks on a like 
negotiable basis. 

Without doubt the bar as well as bankers and legislators will 
give this sweeping, forward-looking legislation the close study it 
deserves with a view to early action by the Legislature. 





tors’ liens (N. J. S. A. 2A:44-178 et seq.) and | 








Institute For Newly Elected Trial Court Judges 
To Be Held 


An Institute for Newly Elected | March of 1961. During the three 
Trial Court Judges, sponsored by | 44y meeting the judicial and ad- 
the Supreme Court of Colorado | Too as ee 
and the University of Denver | them by supreme court justices, 
School of Law, will be held in trial judges, professors, and the 
Denver in February or early | judicial administrator. 


The International Commission 
of Jurists released to-day a de- 
tailed Report on South Africa and 
the Rule of Law in which it 
states that in pursuit of the policy 


South Africa has “established an 
all-embracing network of legis- 
lation which denies to a vast 
majority of the population those 
opportunities without which the 
legitimate aspirations and dignity 
of a human being cannot be real- 
| ized.” 
The 239-page Report has been 
| in preparation for over a year. 
| As a result of its work the Com- 
| mission finds that the application 
| of the principle of apartheid 
| which has been analyzed in this 
Report is both morally reprehen- 
| sible and in violation of the Rule 
lof Law. The Report is divided 
| into eleven chapters which de- 
scribe the effects of the applica- 
| tion of, apartheid in the following 
| fields: 
| Racial Classification 
—Movement and Residence 
—Work and Trade Unions 
| —Political Rights 
—Marriage 
—Equality Before the Law 
Arbitrary Arrest and Deten- 
tion 
| Freedom of Opinion and Ex- 
pression 
| —Peaceful Assembly and Asso- 
ciation 

—Education 

—South West Africa 

Amongst the documents includ- 

ed in the Report are (i) Petitions 
and affidavits concerning cases of 
forced detention of farm labor; 
(ii) the Draft Constitution of 
1942 for the Republic of South 
Africa, prepared under the au- 
thority of Dr. Malan; and (iii) a 
statement by Mr. F. Elwyn Jones, 
Q.C., M.P., who recently went to 
South Africa as an observer on 
behalf of the Commission. 

Relevant articles of the United 

| Nations Universal Declaration of 
Human Rights provide the guid- 
ing principles which lead the Re- 
port to the following conclusions: 
—Rigid racial classification pro- 
vides the basis upon which all 
movement and residence of the 
non-white is controlled and de- 
termined according to the labor 
needs of industry and agriculture. 

—Real freedom of selection and 

change of employment or im- 
provement of status is virtually 
non-existent, and effective union 
representation of the massive 
non-white labor force is severly 
limited. 

—More than 10,000,000 people 

are denied the right to vote in 
|general elections or plebiscite, 
}such as the recent determination 
of the Republic, and are precluded 
| from having any effective political 
voice or organization. 

—Expression of opposition to 
or protest against the present ap- 
plication of the policy of apar- 
theid constitutes a criminal of- 
fence. 

—The non-white is generally 
required to carry and present on 
demand documents of identifica- 
tion under the Pass Law system, 
which has resulted in various 
abuses of the law involving arbi- 
trary arrest and detention and 
creating a system which can be 
described as legalized slavery (of 
which full documentation is con- 
tained in the Report). 

—The non-white is by law rele- 
gated to a permanently unequal 
status which involves negation of 
social rights, free choice of mar- 
riage or religious worship and 
restriction of association and 
assembly. 

—To complete and assure the 
fulfillment of the policy of sepa- 
ration and inequality there exists 
a carefully supervised educational 
system whereby non-whites are to 
receive instruction solely in pre- 
paration for and acceptance of 
an inferior social, economic and 
political status. 

—Such discriminatory policy is 
not only contrary to generally 
| accepted concepts of justice and 
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; South Africa And The Rule Of Law 


principles of human rights but 
also creates a potentially explo- 
sive situation which may soon 
lead to even more widespread in- 
ternal violence than has already 
been experienced in South Africa. 

The Report also discusses cer- 
tain problems relating to the ap- 
plication of the policy of apar- 
theid to South West Africa and 
the international status of that 
territory. South West Africa is 
administered under a League of 
Nations Mandate which South 
Africa has refused to submit to 
United Nations trusteeship. The 
legal status of South West Africa 
is being brought before the In- 
ternational Court of Justice (The 
Hague) by Ethiopia and Liberia 
who question South Africa’s ful- 
fillment of obligations under the 
mandate and seek transfer of its 
supervision to the United Nations. 

In the Conclusion to the Re- 
port, the Commission states that 
while the deep sociological prob- 
lems confronting the Govern- 
ment of South Africa cannot be 
minimized, it is apparent that 
the application of its present pol- 
icy of apartheid encroaches ser- 
iously upon the rights and free- 
doms of most of the inhabitants 
of that country. There is evidence, 
the Commission adds, that the 
implementation of the policy of 
apartheid is not supported by 
the entire white population, which 
is also restricted thereby, and that 
there exists some criticism to this 
effect within South Africa itself. 
It is in the light of these factors 
that the Commission has submit- 
ted its Report to the world legal 
community: “The Commission de- 
Sires ... to create an awareness, 
both in South Africa and abroad, 
of the full legal and moral impli- 
cations of the current situation 
and to stress the pressing need 
for a change of policy that will 
bring about understanding and 
cooperation between the various 
races.” 

The International Commission 
of Jurists is a non-governmental, 
non-political organization which 
has consultative status with the 
United Nations. It draws its sup- 
port from some 37,000 judges, 
lawyers and teachers of law in 
over eighty countries. It has re- 
cently published a Report by its 
Legal Inquiry Committee on Tibet 
and the Chinese People’s Republic. 
Further reports are now being 
prepared in connection with the 
legal situation in Cuba, the Dom- 
inican Republic and Spain. An 
article describing certain legal 
aspects of the Algerian conflict 
has just been published 

In January, 1959, the Commis- 
sion held, in India, a Congress 
which was attended by 185 law- 
yers and jurists from 53 countries, 
who further clarified and expand- 
ed the formulation of the princi- 
ples of the Rule of Law. In Janu- 
ary, 1961, the Commission will 
hold an African Conference on 
the Rule of Law in Lagos, Nigeria. 
It is expected that over 100 law- 
yers and jurists from thirty Afri- 
can countries will take part in 
the meeting, the theme of which 
is “Government Action, State 
Security and Human Rights”. The 
Prime Minister of Nigeria, Alhaji 
Sir Abubakar Tafawa Balewa, will 
open the Conference. 

The Report on South Africa is 
the result of a long investigation 
into the situation in that country. 
The Commission has published a 
number of articles denouncing 
the legal and moral aspects of the 
application of apartheid and has 
on several occasions sent observ- 
ers to the interminable Treason 
Trial. The present Report, South 
Africa and the Rule of Law, is 
being sent to the United Nations 
and is being widely distributed 
to governments and _ lawyers 
throughout the world. The Com- 
mission intends to maintain care- 
ful surveillance over legal develop- 
ments in South Africa and to take 
whatever additional steps it may 
consider necessary in connection 
therewith. 
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See Little Hoover 
Commissions As Flop 


Chicago (ACCN)—Key reforms 
needed in state government were 
almost entirely overlooked by the 
“Little Hoover’ Commissions 
which studied 33 state govern- 
ments in the past dozen years, a 
government analyst writes in the 
current Public Personnel Review. 

The study groups, generally 
composed of business leaders and 
state officials, limited their- rec- 
ommendations to details, missing 
the main issues, according to 
Gladys M. Kammerer, director of 
the University of Florida Public 
Administration Clearing Service. 

While they were proposing such 
minor improvements as sugges- 
tion systems, statistical reporting 
of state employment, and the par- 
ticular number of top examinees 
from which an agency should be 
able to choose a new employee 
major reform moves such as an 
end to widespread patronage and 
intensive recruitment of young 
college graduates remained un- 
mentioned by all but a few com- 
missions, Miss Kammerer charged. 

She sharply criticized the com- 
missions of Arizona, Delaware, 
Iowa, Mississippi, Nebraska and 
South Carolina for failing to take 
note of the spoils system as ; 
factor in government inefficiency 

She chided the many business- 
men on these commissions for 
failing to urge state governments 
to search college campuses 
capable graduates as most of 
their firms were doing. 

She also noted that businesses 
have long spent large sums on 
in-service training, yet few of 
the businessmen on Little Hoover 
Commissions recommended more 
training for government person- 
nel. Many commissions called fo: 
easier firing of incompetents, she 
commented, but ways to improve 
employees were ignored. 

Little Hoover Commissions fai- 
ed to back their recommendation: 
with solid reasoning, Miss Kam- 
merer continued. For example, 
eight called for putting the per- 
sonnel office in a department of 
administration or a fiscal agency 
while eight others suggested in- 
dependent personnel agencies 
None of the proposals argued per- 
suasively either way, she con- 
tends. 

These state studies received lit- 
tle publicity and had little impact 
she observes, wondering whether 
this was due to “citizen apathy to- 
ward state government” or tc 
“the rather uninspired level of 
these studies.” 

State government may be re- 
formed more effectively without 
study groups, Miss Kammerer 
points out. “One of the mos 
sweeping state reorganizatior 
statutes ever adopted was 
acted in Kentucky in 1960 with- 
out the benefit of any prior com- 
mission study.” It is doubtiw 
she adds, that a commissior 
would have been as bold in re- 
commending comprehensive re- 
forms. 

Improvements in state govern- 
ment also are made by a handiu 
of able administrators who “Trist 
from time to time in first one de- 
partment and then another,” win- 
ning the confidence of legislators 
press and public. But these 
usually enter from the outside 2: 
upper levels. Mediocre agenc; 
heads resist hiring outstandin 
subordinates, so there is seldox 
a flow of bright young persom 
into state agencies at the bottom 
she asserts. 

“Getting able political leader 
elected to state office is one par: 
of the prescription for improvZi 
state government,” particulars 
leaders who cannot tolerate ac 
ministrative incompetence. EX 
listing first-rate college senior 
in state government careers is ¢ 
second step, but it takes a strozi 
governor to inspire these you: 
persons to stay long enough of 
have real impact, she adds. 

Bet this is what state refor 
really requires, Miss Kammeré 
concludes. 
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Coverage Under 


(Continued from page 1) 


therefore, if its policy covered 
Mrs. Hoerner, it must pay all 
plaintiffs. The undisputed facts 
brought out at the trial are 
follows: 

The Velascos and Hoerners were 





as 


next-door neighbors in Ramsey, 
New Jersey. On October 25, 1956, 
in the early evening, Mr. Velasco 
loaned his wife’s care to Mrs. 
Hoerner so that she could visit 
her mother who was ill in Haw- 


thorne, New Jersey. Mrs. Hoerner 
arrived in Hawthorne about 8:00 
p.m. After a short visit with 
mother, she drove in search of her 
sister to the Crane House, a 
and restaurant in Paterson. 
At Hawthorne, Paterson is in tl 


ner 


tav- 


ern 
fil a 





opposite direction from y 
Mrs. Hoerner had a few highball: 

the Crane House and then 
drove to the Flamingo Bar in 
Paterson. She stayed at the Fla- 


mingo for a short time, and then 
returned to the Cra 








she then paid a second visit to the 
Flamingo; and finally, a third 
visit to the Crane House. Just 
sefore midnight, she left the 
Crane House to drive home and, 


shortly thereafter, involved 
in the collision with the Slodzin- 
ski car in Paterson. 

Plaintiffs and defendant disa- 
gree as to the time limit imposed 
oy Mr. Velasco on Mrs. Hoerner’s 
use of the car, and the time and 
ontent of a telephone call made 
y Mrs. Hoerner to Mr. Velasco 
after her departure from her 
mother’s house and before the 
ollision. Velasco testified that 
when he gave permission to 
use the car he told Mrs. Hoerner 
to return it within an hour. Mrs. 
Hoerner testified that there was 











Omnibus Clause 


] 
| With this question have adopted 


| one of three views: (1) The lib- | 


car before three o’clock that! 
morning.” Mr. Velasco testified 
that Mrs. Hoerner called about 
9:30 p.m. and that upon being 
informed by her that she was 


eral or so-called “initial permis- | 
sion” rule that if a person has | 
permission to use an automobile | 
in the first instance, any subse- | 
quent use while it remains in his | 


765 at 768 (1935). But see Ash- 
lock, op. cit. supra at 106. 

The facts in Dickinson in many 
respects resemble those in the 
present case. There an automo- 
bile was loaned so that the bor- 
rower could drive home to change 


written solely by the insurer and 
| in the face of the legislative pur- 
;} pose to benefit persons injured, 
| such contracts are to be construed 
| liberally in favor of the injured. 
| See, Costanzo v. Pennsylvania 
| Thresherman, etc., Ins. Co., 30 


| 
| 
| 


possession though not within the | ieciothes. He was told to “hurry | N-J. 262 at 268 (1959); Eggerding 


going to stop and have a drink, | 
he said, “. . . you better get right 
home because I need the car... 
your husband will be home soon 
and if he knows that you have 


+ 








contemplation of the parties is 
a permissive use within the terms | 
of the omnibus clause; for cases 
so holding, see Annots. 72 ALR. | 


back.” Instead of driving home, 
the borrower stopped in a saloon 


picked up some friends and while 


been drinking you are going to | 1879, vienna ata 106 ALR. Griving one of them home, in an 
get it.” 1251, 1262 (1937); 126 A.L.R. 544, | oynosite direction from the bor- 
The trial court, finding that — a ALR. 2d 600, | rower's home, visited at least one 
? 629-36 (1949); (2) the moderate! other saloon for drinks. Shortly 


Mr. Velasco had given initial per- sii ee TEE PEGE 
mission. to ies. Panes olga or min r deviation” rule that the thereafter, the borrower was driv- 
the car, held that Mrs. Hoerner| Permittee is covered under the ing to a corner where he could 
was an additional insured under | Q@™us Clause so Jong as his see the city hall clock in order 

deviation from the permissive use| +) getermine whether he still 


Nationwide’s policy and that “‘the| ._ ‘ ie : . F 
| 48_munor nature; Annots. 72| had time to drive to his home 








fact of [her] later deviation is ae at ; 
unimportant.” Accordingly, he ALR. a sau -: 106 ALR. when the car struck a tree, kil- 
igs ag ar supra at 1259; 126 A.L.R. supra at li a 
deemed it unnecessary to resolve| 35. “aT p ‘oq supra at 636-43: ling one of the occupants. The 
the above-mentioned factual is-| 504 (3) epee cs “eee before the court was whe- 
sues and entered judgment for}. 1, that anv deviation fr sa the | her the borrower was an addi- 
all plaintiffs. The Appellate Di-|T© ‘at any deviation trom Soq tonal assured under the owner's 
vision unanimously affirmed,| U4, Place or purpose specified | aytomobile liability policy. The 
7 r the SOY oT: o oo. P 7 5 
Stating that “in the absence of ay en Son granting permis- | court, construing an omnibus 
es sion 1s sufficient 


on 1: t to take the per-/ cjause similar to the one in the 
mittee outside the coverage of the | present case, said: “Does this lan- 
omnibus clause; Annots. 72 A.L.R guage mean the permission to 
supra at 1403-05; 106 AL.R. supra | yse the car or permission to use 


a gross deviation from the per- —_ 
mitted use the permittee will not | 
be denied the benefit of the in-| 
surance to the detriment of the} 


at 9RN-RO 19R@ . Z » Cos 
injured,” and holding that “the |! 1260-62; 126 — Seem gg the car in a specified manner and 
trial court correctly concluded | 992-53; —— R. 2d supra 626-29. | for a specified purpose? These are 
that Mie Bhocwmer’s use of thal For additional authorities discus- | the two constructions which con- 


| sing these Tules, see 7 Appleman, front us ... ” Following the well- 
from the permission granted to | Insurance 169-151 (1942) ; Putman, established rule that the provi- 
her as to deprive her of the | The Standard Autemobite Policy: | sions of an insurance policy are 
coverage under the policy.” 59 | What Persons and Which Vehi- |construed strictly against the in- 

covered, 11 Ark. L. Rev.! surer, the court adopted the con- 


Velasco vehicle did not so deviate 


2 es s | cles are 
N.J. Super. 373 (1960). We grant- |, tpg ast 
ed Sutinensdes petition for cer-| 22 (1956-57); Ashlock, Automo- | struction that permission to use 
tification. 32 NJ. 350 (1960). bile Liability Insurance: The Om- | the car in the first instance made 
According to the terms of the — papers. 46 Towa L. Rev. 84, the borrower an additional as- 
omnibus clause in Nationwide’s | 192-118 (1960). sured. The court rejected the con- 
policy, Mrs. Hoerner was covered| The tri struction that permission was cir- 
as an additional assured if her|jate Division in the present case | CUm™scribed by the use of the car 
“use” of the Velasco car at the|poth relied on Rikowski v. Fidel- |!" 2 Specified manner or for a 
ity & Casualty Company, 117) SPecified purpose. 


time of the collision was with the 
“permission” of Mr. or Mrs. Ve-|N.J.L. 407 (E. & A. 1937) to con-| The citation in Rikowski of 
clude differently as to the appli- | Dickinson suggests that our for- 







11 court and the Appel- 


lasco. When Mrs. Hoerner left her y 


to get a drink. While there, he | 


|v. Bicknell, 20 NJ. 106 at 113 
(1955). These reasons support the 
initial permission rule and are 
even more persuasive today. In 
| 1952, the legislature enacted a far 
|more comprehensive scheme of 
| motor vehicle legislation designed 
'to assure that persons who cause 
|automobile accidents are able to 
answer financially to their inno- 
| cent victims. Motor Vehicle Secur- 
| ity-Responsibility Law, N.J.S.A. 
39:6-23-60; Unsatisfied Claim and 
Judgment Fund Law, N.J.S.A. 
39:6-61-91; Motor Vehicle Liabil- 
ity Security Fund Law, N.J.S.A. 
39:6-92-104. For a discussion of 
the genesis, operation, and pur- 
pose of these statutes, see Molnar, 
New Jersey’s Answer to Finan- 
cially Irresponsible Motorists, 1955 
Insurance Law Journal 729; Gaff- 
ney, The Motorist, His Victim and 
The State, 25 State Government 
266 (1952). A legislative policy so 
comprehensively implemented de- 
mands an even broader interpre- 
tation of the omnibus clause than 
the interpretation based upon the 
policy of the legislature at the 
time of the Rikowski decision. The 
“initial permission” rule is based 
on a broad interpretation of the 
omnibus clause. E.g., Dickinson v. 
Maryland Casualty Co., supra. 
The “conversion” and “minor de- 
viation” rules are based on nar- 
rower interpretations of the 
clause. E.g., Johnson v. American 
Automobile Ins. Co., 131 Me. 288, 
161 Atl. 496 (1932); Denny v. Royal 
Indemnity Co., 26 Ohio App. 566, 
169 N.E. 107 (1927). It is our view 





mother’s home in Hawthorne t0| cable New Jersey law. The trial! mer Court of Errors and Appeals 


























no time limit on her use of the drive to the Crane House and the} eoyrt interpreted Rikowski as|\as adopting the initial permis- | 
ar he fu oY sctifia tat + = : — ‘ . ~ eee. cae Soils 7 » = ‘ 

ar. She further testified that at Flamingo Bar in Paterson, sh€| adopting the initial permission |sion rule. The Rikowski case has | 

2oout 11:00 p.m. she telephoned deviated from the purpose for|ryle. Since Mr. Velasco undis-|been so interpreted. See, eg.,| 

Velase ee Him. that cha | wihis a, De a, pe eee er f atte o eal 

; ASCO and told him that she which she borrowed the Velasco putedly gave permission to Mrs.| Konrad v. Hartford Accideni & | 
Was “going to be a little late’ car. The question for decision is} oerner to use the car in the Indemnity Company, 11 IJ] App 

un sked ‘would he mind if she whether leviati riti : : : 1 : 5 > 3 One ney. | 

el asked _woule Be mir she wheter her deviation vitiated first instance, the trial court, ap-|2d 503, 137 N.E. 2d 855 (1956); | 

— the car a iitéle to Velascos Initial permission SO 4S! plying that rule, found that Mrs.| Annot. 5 A.L.R. 2d supra at 629; | 

WCE 2S LGRUeG as to deprive her of coverage under) Hoerner, without regard to the/|Miller, The Omnibus Clause, 15| 

Ong a5 . shi the defendant's policy. Courts ee extent of her deviation, was an} Tul. L. Rev. 422, 427 n. 34 (1941). | 

EIS SSA | additional assured. The Appellate | And the rationale of the Rikowski | 

‘ali i} Division apparently interpreted | decision reenforces such an in-| 

Specia ists | Rikowski as adopting the minor| terpretation. The court there not- 

= | deviation rule. It affirmed the} ed that the Motor Vehicle Finan- | 

LAW PRINTERS = “?PENDICES AND | en Eon ow ial Responsibi inef-| 

| judgments below, however, be-| cial Responsibility Law then in ef- | 

BRIEFS ON APPEAL | cause it regarded the trial court | fect, P.L. 1929, c. 116, NJ.S.A.| 

as having found Mrs. Hoerner’s | 39:6-1-22, represented legislative | 
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deviation was not so gross as to/ adoption of a public policy “look- | 
deprive he yf coverage under|ing towards the collectibility of 
the policy. 59 NJ. Super. at 382.|damages wrongfully inflicted in 
These divergent views of appli-/| the operation of motor vehicles.” 
cable New Jersey law understand- | To effectuate such legislative pol- | 
ably derive from ambiguity in the] icy the court interpreted the om- | 
Rikowski holding. The facts in! nibus clause broadly. Additionally, | 
that case were these: A chauffeur it noted that since automobile | 
rove his employer to a depart-| liability insurance contracts are 
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that these latter rules making 
coverage turn on the scope of 
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to park in the immediate vicinity. 
The employer told the chauffeur | 
to find a parking place and return 
within an hour. An accident oc- 
curred within a half hour about | 
2 miles from the department store | 
while the chauffeur was driving 
some friends to their home. The 





Season's 


court held that the omnibus 
clause in an insurance liability | 
policy issued to the employer 
covered the chauffeur. 


The nature of the deviation in 
Rikowski and the language of 
the Court of Errors and Appeals 
suggest adherence to the minor 
deviation rule. The deviation from 
the permissive use does not ap- 
pear to have been gross and the | § 
court’s conclusion was “that un- | 
der the facts of the case and/| 
within the meaning of the policy 
such deviation from instructions | } 
|as the evidence discloses did not 
| serve to end the driver’s permis- 
| sion to operate the car.” On the 
| other hand, the court in Rikow- 
| ski relied primarily on Dickinson 
|v. Maryland Casualty Co. 101 
|Conn. 369, 125 Atl. 866 (1924), 
| which is frequently cited as the 
| leading case supporting the ini- 
| tial permission rule. See, eg., 
| Garland y. Audobon Insurance 
Company, 119 So. 2d 530, 539 (Ct. 
App. La. 1960); Annots. 126 AL.R. 
supra at 553; 5 A.L.R. 2d supra 
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Coverage Under Omnibus Clause 





(Continued from page 5) 


permission given in the first in- 
stance render coverage uncertain 
in many cases, foster litigation 
as to the existence or extent of 
any alleged deviations, and ulti- 
mately inhibit achievement of the 
legislative goal. We think that 
the “initial permission” rule best 
effectuates the legislative policy 
of providing certain and maxi- 
mum coverage, and is consistant 
with the language of the stand- 
ard omnibus clause in automobile 
liability insurance policies. 


Accordingly, we hold that if a 
person is given permission to use 
a motor vehicle in the first in- 
stance, any subsequent use short 
of theft or the like while it re- 
mains in his possession, though 
not within the contemplation of 
the parties, is a permissive use 
within the terms of a standard 
omnibus clause in an automobile 
liability insurance policy. Mr. Ve- 
lasco gave Mrs. Hoerner permis- 
sion to use his wife’s automobile 
to visit her mother. Velasco’s in- 
itial permission made Mrs. Hoer- 
ner an additional assured and her 
Subsequent deviation from the 
purpose for which she borrowed 
the vehicle did not annul the pro- 
tection afforded her and the in- 
jured plaintiffs by the omnibus 
clause of Nationwide’s policy. 


Our holding is not contrary to 
Nicholas vy. Independence Indem- 
nity Co., 11 N.J. Misc. 344 (Sup. 
Ct. 1933); Penza vy. Century In- 
demnity Co., 119 N.J.L. 446 (E. & 
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| ly prohibited by the named insur- 
| ed from operating the latter’s car, 
| but who nonetheless operated the 


A. 1938) and Baesler v. Globe In; 
demnity Co., 33 NJ. 148 (1960). 
Without expressing approval or 
disapproval of Nicholas and Penza, 
it is sufficient to say that these 
cases are entirely inapposite to 
the question here presented. Nei- 
ther involved a deviation from a 
permitted use. Both had to do 
with a retaking of an automobile 
after permission to use it had ex- 
pired - a retaking which the court ! 
in Penza characterized as unlaw- 
ful. In both cases the court found 
that there was no permission to 
use the automobile in the first 
instance. Indeed, the court in 
Penza took pains to emphasize 
this fact as a ground for distin- 
guishing the case from Rikowski. 
It said: “We do not regard this 
as a case involving an_ initial 
permission to use the automobile 
and a ‘slight,’ or any other kind 
of deviation therefrom.” Penza 
supra at 451. The court went on 
to say that if the driver had de- 
viated from a permitted use there 
might well have been coverage 
under Rikowski. Baesler is also 
readily distinguishable from the 
present case. There we held that 
coverage did not extend to a per- 
son who was expressly prohibited 
by the named insured from using 
the automobile. The case did not 
involve deviation from an initi- 
ally permitted use. 
Affirmed. 
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SUPREME COURT OF 

NEW JERSEY 

A-18 September Term 1960. 
INDEMNITY INSURANCE COM- 
PANY OF NORTH AMERICA, a 
corporation, et als., Plaintiffs- 
Appellants, vs. METROPOLITAN 
CASUALTY INSURANCE COM- 
PANY OF NEW YORK, a corpor- 
ation, et als., Defendants-Res- 
pondents. 


Mr. Philip M. Lustabader ar- 
gued the cause for the Plaintiffs- 
Appellants. (Messrs. Schneider, 
Lustbader & Morgan, Attorneys; 
Messrs. Henry G. Morgan and 
Gerald M. Zashin, on the Brief.) 

Mr. Frank P. Zimmer argued 
the cause for the Defendants- 
Respondents. (Messrs. Zimmer & 
Selikoff, Attorneys.) 

The opinion of the court was 
delivered by PROCTOR, J. 





This case concerns coverage 
under the omnibus clause of an} 
automobile liability insurance | 
policy issued by the defendant, 
Metropolitan Casualty Insurance 
Company of New York. The ques- 
tion for decision is whether such 
omnibus coverage extends to a 
person who in effect was express- 


car while it was being used for | 





| 





15 WASHINGTON ST. 


The American Insurance Company 
OF NEWARK, N. J. 
A New Jersey Corporation 


FIDUCIARY & COURT BONDS 
— Newark Branch Office — 


HUmboldt 4-2300 


ee 








and Notaries. 


HUbbard 9-1144 


DEPOSITIONS - NORTHERN NEW JERSEY 


Reported by experienced Certified Shorthand Reporters 

Hearing room also available. 

Parking nearby. 

NORTH JERSEY REPORTING SERVICE 
210 Main Street, Hackensack. N. J. 


Leonard W. Meyer 











Courts. 
CERTIFICATES of 
standing. 


Courts. 


Trenton. 


NATIONAL NEWARK & 
ESSEX BLDG., 
NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Tel. MArket 3-2200 








Prompt—Accurate—Reasonable 
ABSTRACTS or proceedings in Superior and United States 


regularity of proceedings or corporate 
SEARCHES in Superior Court of New Jersey and United States 
INFORMATION and forms in any of the departments at 


THE STATE CAPITAL TITLE & ABSTRACT CO. 





TRENTON TRUST BLDG. | 
TRENTON 8, N.J. 
Tel. EXport 6-8439 





tnat 


| tour. She gave Smith the keys on 


a purpose permitted by the nam- 
ed insured. 

On September 29, 1955, an au- 
tomobile owned by Jennie Calan- 
driello and driven by Domenic B. 
Acerra, Jr., in which Benjamin 
E. Smith, Fred J. Duncan, James 
Moyers, and Bruno Talerico were 
passengers, collided with a tree. 
Acerra and Smith were killed; 
the other occupants were injured. 
Consolidated actions brought by 
Duncan, Moyers, Talerico and the 
administratrix ad pros of Smith 
resulted in judgments totalling 
$29,500 against the executrix of 
Acerra’s estate. 

At the time of the collision, 
Mrs. Calandriello was the named 
insured in an automobile liability 
policy issued by Metropolitan cov- 
ering her automobile. “Insured” 
is defined in the omnibus clause 
of that policy to include “the 
named insured and... any per- 
son while using the automobile 
and any person or organization 
responsible for the use thereof, 
provided the actual use of the au- 
tomobile is by the named insured 
or with his permission.” Acerra 





of its policy, because Acerra did | 
not have Mrs. Calandriello’s per- 
mission to operate her automobile. 

The trial court construed the 
omnibus clause to require only 
that the use of the car at the time 
of the accident be permitted by 
the named insured. Accordingly, 
the trial court decided that it was 
immaterial whether Mrs. Calan- 
driello had permitted Acerra to 
operate her car, and therefore un- 
necessary to resolve the factual 
question whether Mrs. Calandri- 
ello’s prior instruction to Smith 
not to let anyone else operate her 
car applied to Acerra on the day 
of the accident. Since it was un- 
disputed that Acerra was using 
the car for a permitted purpose, 
i.e., to transport the sales-promo- 
tion party to and from the brew- 
ery, the trial court held that 
Acerra was insured under Metro- 
politan’s policy and entered judg- 
ment for plaintiff, Indemnity. 53 
N.J. Super. 90 (Ch. Div. 1958). The 
Appellate Division reversed and 
remanded on the ground that the 
opinion of this court in Costanzo 
v. Pennsylvania Threshermen, 


was the named insured under a| ¢te., Ins. Co., 30 NJ. 262 (1959), 
similar policy issued by plaintiff, | Tequires that the trial court make 
Indemnity Insurance Company of |4 factual determination whether 
North America, covering his own| Acerra was driving the car with 
automobile but extending cover-|the express or implied permis- 
age to operation by him of a ve-|Sion of Mrs. Calandriello. 59 N.J. 
| Super. 547 (1960). We granted In- 


hicle other than his own. The 


present action was instituted in| 
ition. 32 N.J. 353 (1960). 
vision, for a declaratory judgment | 
to determine whether Indemnity | 
or Metropolitan is liable under its | 


the Superior Court, Chancery Di- 


policy to pay the tort judgments 
against Acerra’s 
judgments have already been paid 
under a stipulation between the 
parties. The trial court’s holding 
that Metropolitan is the primary 


estate. These | 


insurer is not challenged on this | 


appeal. Therefore, if Metropoli- 
tan’s policy covers Acerra, Met- 
ropolitan is liable; if Metropoli- 
tan’s policy does not cover Acerra, 
Indemnity is liable. 


demnity’s petition for certifica- 


In Costanzo, we held that a 
sailor-associate of a boy whose 
father loaned the latter a car was 
an additional insured under the 
omnibus clause of the father’s au- 
tomobile liability insurance policy. 
At the time of the accident, the 
son was a passenger in the car 
and his sailor-associate was driv- 
ing. We noted that the father 
permitted the son to use the car 


| at a naval camp far distant from 


The facts developed at the trial | 


are as follows: Mrs. Calandriello 
and her husband were sole stock- 
holders in Seacoast Liquor Dis- 
tributors, Inc., a wholesale beer 
distributor located in Monmouth 
County. As part of its sales-pro- 
motion program, Seacoast regu- 
larly had its salesmen take cus- 
tomers and their employees and 
friends on tours of the Schmidt’s 
Brewery in Philadelphia. Mrs. 
Calandriello’s automobile was of- 
ten used with her permission to 
transport the visitors to and from 
the brewery. A tour was arranged 
for September 29, 1955; and on 
that morning, Smith, a Seacoast 
salesman, drove Acerra, Talerico, 


| Moyers, and Duncan - all resi- 


dents of Red Bank and vicinity - 
in Mrs. Calandriello’s automobile 
to the Schmidt’s Brewery in Phil- 
adelphia. Mrs. Calandriello knew 
Acerra was going on the 


the morning of September 29th 
and, although she said nothing 
at that time about who was to 
drive, she had on prior occasions 
told Smith that only he was to 
operate her car. 

At Philadelphia, the visitors 
took a guided tour of the brewery. 
In the late afternoon they start- 
ed home for Red Bank with Smith 
driving. En route, they made two 
stops. When they left the second 
stop, a tavern in Colt’s Neck, 
Acerra was driving with Smith 
seated at his right. The trial court 
found that Acerra took the wheel 
with Smith’s permission. While 
the car was proceeding in an 
easterly direction on Newman 
Springs Road towards Red Bank, 
it left the highway and struck a 
tree. 

Defendant, Metropolitan, con- 
tended that Acerra was not an 
insured under the omnibus clause 
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his home; that the son frequently 
used the car for social engage- 


‘ments at and away from home; 


that the son often allowed others 
to drive without objection by the 
father; and that the father nei- 
ther expressly authorized nor for- 
Zade his son to allow others to 
drive the car. The foregoing facts 
all indicated that the father gave 
his son a broad permissive use of 
the car which we held necessarily 
included authority to delegate its 
operation to others while the son 
was a passenger. The Appellate 
Division in the present case inter- 
preted Costanzo to mean that in 
every case where someone other 
than the named insured’s per- 
mittee is operating the car it is 
necessary to determine whether 
the insured’s permittee had au- 
thority to delegate operation, and 
that if the named insured ex- 
pressly or impliedly forbade such 
operation there would be no cov- 
erage. We did not intend to so 
hold. Since the facts in Costanzo 
clearly indicated that the father 
authorized his son to delegate 
operation to others, it was un- 
necessary for us to determine 


whether authority to delegate was 
essential for coverage. We ex- 
pressed no opinion about that 
matter or about the effect of an 
express or implied prohibition of 
operation by others on omnibus 
coverage. Costanzo therefore is 
not applicable to the facts of the 
present case. 

The factual situation in the 
present case was anticipated by 
this court in the recent case of 
Baesler v. Globe Indemnity Co., 
33 NJ. 148 (1960). There, the 
named insured loaned his car to 
his nephew for the latter’s gen- 
eral use but expressly forbade its 
use by others. The nephew gave 
the car to a friend for a social 
engagement and the accident oc- 
curred when the nephew was not 
in the car. We held that the ne- 
phew’s friend was not covered 
under the omnibus clause - simi- 
lar to the one in the present case 
- in the uncle’s automobile liabil- 
ity insurance policy. During the 
course of our opinion we distin- 
guished between use and opera- 
tion of an automobile. We pointed 
out that under the standard om- 
nibus clause, coverage depends 
upon whether the use, not opera- 
tion, of the automobile was per- 
mitted by the named insured. We 
noted that the nephew had dele- 
gated the use of the car to his 
friend in violation of the uncle's 
express prohibition of use by oth- 
ers. We distinguished such a case 
from one where the named in- 
sured forbade his permittee 
allow anyone else to operate 
insured vehicle, and the permittee 
violated that instruction, but the 
use to which the vehicle was be- 
ing put was a permitted one 
That case is now before us. For 
purposes of this opinion, we as- 
sume that Mrs. Calandriello’s 
prior instructions to Smith not to 
allow anyone else to operate the 
car applied to Acerra on the day 
of the accident. 

We have recently noted that 
the language of the standard 
omnibus clause in an automobile 
liability insurance contract is te 
be construed broadly in favor ot 
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of assuring financial protection 
for innocent victims of automo- 
pile accidents. Matits v. Nation- 
wide Mutual Ins. Co., N.J. 

1960); see also Costanzo v. Penn- 
slvania Threshermen, etc. Ins. 
Co., Supra at 268; Eggerding v. 
Bicknell, 20 N.J. 106 at 113 (1955); 
Rikowski v. Fidelity & Casualty | 
Company, 117 N.J.L. 407 at 410 (E. 


policy is most recently evidenced | 
y the comprehensive iagnarg of | 
New Jersey motor vehicle legisla- | 


cle Security-Responsibility Law, 
NJ.S.A. 39:6-23-60; Unsatisfied 
(Claim and Judgment Fund Law, 
NJ.S.A. 39:6-61-91; Motor Vehi- 
de Liability Security Fund Law, 
NJ.S.A. 39:6-92-104. For a dis- 
cussion of the genesis, operation, 
and purpose of these statutes, 
se Molnar, New Jersey’s Answer 
to Financially Irresponsible Mo- 
torists, 1955 Insurance Law Jour- 
nal 729; Gaffney, The Motorist, 
His Victim and the State, 25 State 
Government 266 (1952). 


Under the omnibus clause of 
‘ts insurance contract, Metropol- 
ijtan agreed to cover “any person 
while using the automobile... 
provided the actual use is with 

. [the named Insured’s] per- 
mission.” The clause says nothing 
about operation of the vehicle. 
It is the use which must be per- 
mitted. Defendant reads the word 
use aS Synonymous with opera- 
tion, and argues that since Mrs. 
Calandriello in effect expressly 
forbade Acerra from operating 
her car, Acerra was not covered. 
fe think that in this context 
the words use and operation are 
not synonymous. The use of an 
automobile denotes its employ- 
ment for some purpose of the 

l the word “operation” de- 


tS 


notes the manipulation of the 
ear’s controls in order to propel 
tas a vehicle. Use is thus broad- 
r than operation. Brown vy. Ken- 
nedy, 141 Ohio St. 457, 48 N.E. 2d 
857 (1943); Maryland Casualty 
Company v. Marshbank, 226 F. 2d 
837 (3d Cir. 1955). One who op- 
erates a car, uses it, Cronan v. 
Travellers Indemnity Co., 126 
NJ.L. 56 (E. & A. 1941), but one 


An automobile is bein g used, 
ior example, by one ridings j 
although another is dri j 








Since in this context the words 
operation and use have dif ferent 
meanings and the omnibus clause 
equires only that the use of | 
automobile be with the permission 
the named insured, any pro- 
ition as to the operation of 
the automobile is immaterial 
4 determination of coverage. 
Thus, even though a driver hz 
2een expressly prohibited n 
operating the car, he is covered 
i the car was being used for a 
purpose permitted by the named 
sured. Glens Falls Indemnity 
Co. vy. Zurn, 87 F. 2d 988 (7th 
Cir. 1937); Brooks v. Delta Fire 
& Casualty Company, 82 So. 2d 
35 (La. Ct. App. 1955). 

In Zurn the named insured 
lvaned his car to his son so that 
the latter and two of his friends 
could take a trip together. The 
father forbade anyone but the 
son to drive. An accident occur- 
ted while one of the son’s friends 
was at the wheel. Construing the 
anguage of an omnibus clause 
imilar to the one in the present 
vase, the court said: 

“The language of the policy 
extends additional coverage 





ne 
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& A. 1937) aff’ming 116 N.J.L. 503 | 
Sup. Ct. 1936). This legislative | 


tion enacted in 1952. Motor Vehi- | 
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the accident was an insured un- 
der the father’s automobile liabil- 
ity policy. The court said: 


“(T]he actual use of the au- 

tomobile on the occasion of ave on pe mos Wall ¥ 
the accident was with the - 

permission of the named in- 


sured, such use being within 
the coverage of the omnibus 
clause under the unambigu- 
ous wording of the policy...” 
Brooks, supra at 59. 
Ted 
eee De JURA: 
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Brooks and Zurn are in accord | 
with the generally-held view that | 
coverage under an omnibus clause 
like the one before us depends 
upon whether the use, as dis- 
tinct from operation, of the auto- 











mobile is a permitted one. Stand- COMPANION 

ard Accident Ins. Co. v. New Am- 

sterdam Casualty Co., 249 F. 2d FOR THE MAN-ON-THE-GO 
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847 (7th Cir. 1957); Loffler v. 
Boston Ins. Co., 120 A. 2d 691 (D.C. 





Mun. Ct. App. 1956); Maryland $499°°* 
Casualty Company v. Marshbank, = 

supra; Schmike vy. Mutual Auto ‘a sestnimael 

Ins. Co. of Town of Herman, 266 ey 
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Persellin v. State Auto Ins. Ass’n, 
75 N.D. 716, 32 N.W. 2d 644 (1948); 
Hardware Mut. Cas. Co. v. Mit- 
nick, 180 Md. 604, 26 A. 2d 393 
(1942): Donovan v. Standard Oil 
Co. of Louisiana, 197 So. 320 (La. 

















| Union Indemnity Co., 35 F 2d 104 | 
can use a car without operating | 


| held that the operator of a vehi- 


App. 1940): Brown v. Kennedy, 
supra. Cf. Arcara vy. Moresse, 258 
N.Y. 211, 179 N.E. 389 (1932). 
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cle was not an additional insured 
under the omnibus clause in| 
the owner’s policy. These cases | 
are readily distinguishable from | 
the present case. In both the HERE‘S WHY STENORETTE COMPANION IS SO SUPERIOR: 
court expressly found that at the 
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case that Mrs. Calandriello gave 
Smith, Acerra and the others in 
the party permission to use her 
automobile to go to and from 
Schmidt’s Brewery in Philadel- 
phia. At the time of the accident 
the automobile was being used for 
that purpose, i.e., transporting the 
members of the party from the 
brewery to their homes. Since un- 
der the terms of the omnibus 
clause in Metropolitan’s policy a| 
person is an additional insured 
if he is using the automobile with 
the named insured’s permission, | 


we hold that Acerra was an addi- | e 
tional insured. | * S 10 D T | * 

Our determination that Acerra | ree cy ria 
was an insured under Metropoli- | 


tan’s policy makes it unnecessary | Cc 1} BI i 
for us to deal with Indemnity’s S| re | ge Ow 3-0050 
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Federal Tax Notes 


By Harold Kamens 
INTEREST DEDUCTION: Un- 
der a plan advertised by the Sam 
Houston Life Insurance Co., an- 
nuity savings bonds providing for 
a 25% interest factor reflected 
in increasing maturity values 
could be purchased for a down 
payment of $100 per $100,000 
bond. The balance of the pur- 
chase price was lent by the in- 
surance company at 3.5% inter- 
est. The attraction of this plan 
was that the appreciation would 
be, it was hoped, taxed as a capi- 
tal gain while the interest pay- 
ment would, also hopefully, con- 
stitute an ordinary deduction. 
Held: The loan was a sham 
since there could be no profit 
apart from the tax saving. A 
deduction for interest is disal- 
lowed. Knetsch, CA-9, 11/16/59. 
COMMISSION DEDUCTIBLE: 
Taxpayer bought real estate from 
the State of Missouri and later 
sold it at a substantial profit. He 
made a payment to the State 
Land Commissioner who was also 
a licensed real estate operator 
and claimed a deduction for it. 
Held: The court allowed the de- 
duction saying that the Govern- 
ment had failed to prove that the 
payment was illegal or against 
the public policy of the State. 
Hoover, 32 TC No. 55, acq. IRB 
1959-48. 
Rev. Rul. 60-218: TAXABLE IN- 
COME: A gift to a minor by 
means of a trust, which confers 
upon its beneficiary the right, 
upon attaining age 21, either to 
compel immediate distribution of 
the trust or to elect to extend 
the term of the trust and receive 
distribution of the corpus accord- 
ing to the provisions in the trust 
instrument, is not considered to 
be a gift of a present interest 
qualifying for the statutory ex- 
clusion. 
Rev. Rul. 60-215: FAILURE TO 
PAY TAX: The 50 percent fraud 
penalty imposed by section 6653 
(b) of the Internal Revenue Code 
of 1954 applicable to a de- 
ficiency assessed to recover an 
erroneous allowance of a tenta- 
tive carryback adjustment under 


IS 


section 6411 of the Code, where 
such allowance was induced by 


fraud. The fraud carries over to 
and the 50 percent penalty is ap- 
plicable to that deficiency. 
ASSESSMENT DEDUCTION: Tax- 
payer paid local special assess- 
ments resurface streets from 
which steel rails had been remov- 
ed after a street railway was dis- 
continued. The assessments were 
also used to repair and replace 
existing gutters, curbs and sur- 
face, but not widening or 
lengthening. 
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Held: The deduction is allowed. 
The evidence clearly shows the 
assessments did not increase the 
value of the property assessed. 
Walker, DC Okla., 11/10/59. 
MOVING HOUSE EXPENSES: In 
order to make a lease of the prop- 
erty, taxpayer moved a house 
from one part of the lot to an- 
other part. 

Held: The expense of moving 
the house was a capital expendi- 
ture deductible over the 20-year 
lease term. The legal fees for 
negotiating the lease and handl- 


ing some tax matters were cur-| 


rently deductible. Rush, DC Ala., 
10/27/59. 

COUNTERFEITING LOSS: 
payer turned over $15,000 in cash 
to another who had boasted of 
his ability to convert $1 bills into 
$100 bills. Taxpayer was to re- 
ceive back his investment to- 
gether with a share of the pro- 
fits. Much to taxpayer’s chagrin, 
his partner absconded with the 
$15,000. Taxpayer claimed a $15,- 
000 deduction as a theft loss or 
as a loss in a transaction entered 
into for profit. 

Held: The deduction dis- 
allowed on the ground that it 
would frustrate public policy to 
allow a deduction of a loss result- 
ing from attempted counterfeit- 
ing, which is a Federal crime. 
The fact that the counterfeiting 
scheme was abortive does not 
help taxpayer whe actively and 
overtly participated in the ven- 
ture. Richey, Jr., 33 TC No. 31. 
SALE OF OIL LEASES: Taxpayer 
was sole beneficiary and sole ex- 
ecutor of his father’s estate. In an 
attempt to split the taxable in- 
come between himself and the 
estate, he arranged a sale of cer- 
tain oil leases to himself, reserv- 
ing an oil payment for the estate. 


is 


The probate court approved the} 


sale. 

Held: The decision is reversed 
It was a sham since, benefi- 
ciary, he had possession of the 
entire interest in the 
Davis, DC Kan., 10/27/59. 
ESTIMATED LIABILITIES: Tax- 
payer, public transport company, 
set up on its books as a liability 
an estimate of the amounts 
which it would have to pay in 
settlement for personal injur 
and property damages arising 
out of accidents during past years 
in which employees and 
equipment had been involved. 

Held: The estimate was not ac- 
cruable and, hence, not deduct- 
ible (for tax purposes), because 
liability on the claims was un- 
settled, and not determinable 
within the taxable year with rea- 
sonable certainty. Milwaukee 
Suburban Transport Corp., TCM 
1959-216. 

CAPITAL GAIN: A partnership 
in the construction business and 


as 


leases. 


1ts 


one of its partners from time to] 


time used excess funds to pur- 
chase land, usually undeveloped. 

Held: On the ground that the 
property was held for investment 
rather than sale, capital gain 
treatment is accorded to the pro- 
fits on sale. The finding is based 


on the fact that these gains re-| 


presented a relatively small part 
of the taxpayer’s total 
there was no general practice of 
advertising the property for sale, 
improvements to the property 
were generally insignificant and 
the taxpayers did not subdivide 
the land. Also important was the 
fact that the property was held 
for periods of time ranging from 
1 to 27 years. Hoover, 32 TC No. 
55, acq. IRB 1959-48. 

CAPITAL GAIN: Taxpayer was 
able to purchase roadside moun- 
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Tax- | 


ies | 


& | 


income, | 


| tain property only by also pur- 


.| chasing inaccessible and unde- 


sirable rear property. Taxpayer 
subdivided, improved and sold in- 
dividual front lots and reported 
ordinary income. He also sold 
parcels of the back property and 
reported capital gain. 

Held: The back property was 
not held primarily for sale to 
customers and the capital gain 
treatment is allowed. Important 
is the fact that the rear property 
was not improved, subdivided or 
advertised. Mieg, 32 TC No. 128. 
ABNORMAL EPT INCOME: Tax- 
payer received a refund of excess 
profit taxes together with in- 
terest. As a result of the refund, 
income tax deficiencies were as- 
sessed against taxpayer with in- 
terest. 
| Held: Although for excess pro- 
tax purposes, taxpayer may 
| treat the interest received as ab- 
| normal income, the abnormal! in- 
| come must first be reduced by the 
| interest paid on the resulting in- 
| 
| 
| 
| 


fit 


come tax deficiencies. The in- 
terest items here are related. 
Polaroid Corp., 33 TC No. 33. 

| BASIS FOR PRIVATE ANNUITY: 
|Taxpayer, a widow, received 
shares of stock as a bequest under 
her husband’s will. She transfer- 
red the stock back to the com- 
pany in consideration of the 
company’s agreement to pay her 
an annuity of $8,000 each year for 
the remainder of her life. 

Held: The cost to taxpayer of 
the $8,000 annuity was not the 
cost of a comparable annuity 
which would have been written 
by a commercial insurance com- 
| pany, but the fair market value 
of the stock at the time of the 
transfer. deCanizares, 32 TC 345, 
| acq. IRB 1959-48. 

CHARITABLE CONTRIBUTIONS: 
Taxpayer, principal stockholder 
|and officer of several new car 
dealerships, personally purchased 
| thirteen automobiles and donat- 
; ed them to the United Jewish Ap- 
peal. The cars were purchased 
through a special division of 

General Motors under the specific 
condition that they be donated 
and not resold either by taxpayer 
or his corporation. Taxpayer paid 
$17,000 for the cars but claims a 
charitable deduction of $24,000, 
the retail value of the cars. 

Held: The deduction is limited 
to $17,000. Generally a taxpayer 
may deduct the fair market value 
of property contributed to a 
charity; however, restrictions on 
marketability must always be 
considered and since taxpayer 
could not resell these cars, it 
would be unrealistic to permit a 
deduction based on retail value. 
Cooley, 33 TC No. 26. 
CLOSELY-HELD STOCK: Two 
decedents each had minority 
stock interests in a closely held 
corporation. The executors of 
| their estates argued that actual 
sales prices were the best evi- 
dence of the stock’s fair market 
value. 

Held: The court disagrees because 
| the parties to each of the sales 
| were members of the same family. 
|The sales were neither arms- 
length transactions nor under 
'normal conditions. The value of 
| the stock is fixed after consider- 
ing various factors, including book 
value, the relatively large pro- 
portion of cash and other quick 
assets and the trend of gross pro- 
fits and net income. Miller, TCM 
1959-235. 

MARITAL DEDUCTION: Deced- 
ent bequeathed all his personal 
roperty to his widow outright 
j}and also gave her a life estate 
in his real property. All of the 
decedent’s personal property was 
sold to satisfy his debts. The 
widow advanced funds to herself 
as executrix out of which she 
paid $3,000 to herself for her 
“support for twelve months from 








the decedent’s death” and $2,500 
as personal property “exempt 
from administration under Ohio 
law”. The Commissioner disallow- 
ed the marital deduction with re- 
spect to these amounts of $3,000 
and $2,500 asserting that they 
were not included in the gross 
estate and did not pass from the 
decedent to his surviving spouse. 
Held: The Commissioner is up- 
held. All that passed to the widow 
from the estate was a life in- 
terest in the realty, enhanced in 
value, perhaps, because she had 
not required sale of the real prop- 
erty to pay her allowance. Den- 
man, 33 TC No. 44. 
ORDINARY INCOME: Taxpayer 
agreed to sell certain property 
for $50,000. The contract recited 
that $5,000 had been paid, and 
that the balance was payable at 
the rate of $2,500 per annum, 


payable semiannually with 5% 
interest. There were no provis- 


ions about default. After paying 
$8,750 the buyer defaulted. The 
parties then agreed that taxpay- 
er was to keep the money, termi- 
nate the contract, and take back 
the property. 

Held: Taxpayer realized ordi- 

nary income rather than capital 
gain on the repossession, since 
there had been no sale or ex- 
change. Myers Estate, TCM 1959- 
231. 
ORDINARY INCOME: Taxpayers 
had been engaged in the business 
of building homes for sale since 
1948. The construction part of 
the business was conducted by 
one corporation, and the selling 
by another. In 1950 they decided 
they wanted to buy some real 
estate for investment purposes 
and formed a partnership to 
acquire and operate a rooming 
house. The partnership acquired 
no additional property until 1952 
at which time it bought six un- 
improved lots and constructed 
apartment buildings thereon. 


Held: Upon sale of all of the 
partnership properties in 1953 
and 1954, gain from the apart- 


ment buildings constitutes ordi- 
nary income since they were hel 
by the partnership primarily for 
sale to customers in the ordinary 
course of its business. Gain on 
sale of the rooming house is held 
taxable as capital gain. Carlson, 
TCM 1959-239. 

ORDINARY INCOME: Taxpayer's 
husband, a lawyer, died in 1951. 


His law partnership agreement 
had provided that on the death 


of either, the survivor would pay 
the decedent's beneficiary $200 a 
month for five years out of the 
profits of the firm. In 1952 tax- 
payer brought suit for this and 
other funds due her. 

Held: The court determines the 
amount applicable to her right to 
the $200 a month and holds it is 
ordinary income. There is no evi- 
dence to allocate it to compensa- 
tion for assets or goodwill. Tighe, 
33 TC No. 62. 

CAPITAL GAIN: After the city 
condemned a strip of land from 
taxpayer’s dairy farm, splitting it 
into two parcels, it became im- 
practical to operate it for farming. 
Taxpayer then subdivided the 
land, putting in water, sewers, etc. 
He did not solicit sales, but pros- 
pective purchasers came to him. 

Held: The subdivision was for 
the sole purpose of liquidating his 
investment. He did not hold the 
land as a dealer. The gain is capi- 
tal gain. Bon, DC Wyo, 1/6/60. 

ORDINARY GAIN: Taxpayers 
were law partners who joined with 
real estate firms in the purchase 
of tax delinquent real estate. Tax- 
payers performed the legal work 
of clearing title, and the real 
estate firm sold the property, 
dividing profits with taxpayers. 

Held: The real estate was held 
for sale to customers. The gain 
was ordinary. Rossiter, DC I., 
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ORDINARY INCOME: Taxpay- 
er, a partnership, managed in- 
vestment funds and individua) 
accounts trading in commodity 
futures and spot commodites in 
return for a percentage of the 
profits. 

Held: Taxpayer has ordinary 
income. Taxpayer had no econo- 
mic interest in the commodity 
futures or spot commodities but 
only an interest in a share of the 
profits which were realized fr 
trading. Such an interest i: 
a capital asset. Taxpayer’s 
of the profits was compen In 
rendered. Smith, 33 








for services 

TC No. 54. 
ORDINARY INCOME: Taxpay- 

er was a lawyer whose gains from 


the sale of real estate gre 
exceeded his income from 
practice of law. 


Held: He held the lots, not 
as investment, but for the pur- 
pose of sale to customers in t 





regular course of business. 
fact that he did not engag 








active sales promotion, or 
he never held a real estate li- 
cense is not controlling. The fre- 
quency of sales and amount 
income from this source 
stressed. Frankenstein, CA-7 
SALARY: Taxpayer and anoth- 
er formed a construction corp- 
oration. A few years later tax- 
payer terminated his interest an 
received from the corporation 
$21,300 which he reported as pay 
ment for his stock interest. Th 
corporate books showed a Salary 
accrual to taxpayer of $8,000 for 
that year, $7,250 of this sum w 
“paid” by a transfer from 
payer’s drawing account, and the 
balance at time of settlement 
Held: The Commissioner’s de- 
termination that $8,000 of 
total amount received from 
corporation during 1953 ; 
salary, is upheld, hence ordinary 
income. Bissell, TCM 1959-213 
DEPRECIATION: Taxpayer: 
acquired buildings between 1 
and 1939 and, at the time of ac- 










quisition, estimated the usefu 
life of the property for deprecia- 
tion. In 1951, taxpayer had an 
expert estimate the remaining 


useful life of the property. 

Held: Depreciation deduction 
is allowed based on the new esti- 
mates. The regulations provid 
that the reasonableness of a de- 
preciation deduction shall be de- 
termined in accordance with con- 
ditions existing at the time 
the deduction. Massaglia, 33 
No. 47. 
DEPLETABLE INCOME: Taxpay- 
er leased one of his iron or 
mines to U.S. Steel 
In addition to a regular 
the lessee agreed to pay 
valorem real estate taxes 
property. 

Held: Such taxes are includid 
in taxpayer’s gross income f 


TC 









™ 


the property for purposes of com- 


Hio- 
Tu.5 


puting percentage depletion. 
gins, 33 TC No. 18. 








ATTORNEY COOPERATION SOLICITED 


W. D. ETTINGER & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS 
FOR THE ASSURED 
9 CLINTON ST., NEWARK 
Mitchell 2-4694-5 














Fire Adjusting 
SERVICE TO ATTORNEYS 
IRVING M. MINION 

Associated Adjusters 


786 Broad St., Newark 2 
Mitchell 2-1771-2 








—We Cooperate With Atterney> 
SARASOHN & CO. 


FIRE ADJUSTERS FOR THE 
POLICYHOLDER 
24 COMMERCE STREET, 











LEGAL SIZE FILE CABINETS 


USED & NEW 
Full Suspension—"A" Grade 
Complete Line of Office Equipment 
EDELSTEIN OFFICE FURN. WHSE. 
200 Montgomery St, Patersos, NJ 
LA 3-6153 























ABRAHAM W. SLATNICK & ASSOCIATES 


CERTIFIED SHORTHAND REPORTERS 
744 BROAD STREET, NEWARK 2, N. J. 
Mitchell 3-2000 — Night Phose: WYman 2-3214 
Accurate Deposition, Conference and Convention Reporting 
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A Dependable 
ervice For 


Lawyers 


Jur Representatives 
Cover Daily— 


in Trenton 


The Offices of the 

Supreme Court 

Superior Court 

Secretary of State 

U.S. District Court 
Workmen’s Compensation 
State Tax Department 
Attorney General 

Bureau of Vital Statistics 
All other State Offices 


lin Bergen, Essex, Hudson, 
Passaic and Union 
Counties 


County Clerk’s Office 
Register 

Surrogate 

County Clerk’s Vault 
Register’s Vault 

Sheriff’s Office 

Surrogate’s Vault 

Referees in Bankruptcy 
Chancery Division Chambers 
Compensation Courts 

All County Courts and Offices 
Municipal Courts and Offices 


District Courts 


All Parts of the District Courts 
in the Counties mentioned. 


& 
Services We Perform— 


Ascertaining corporate name 
availability and corporate in- 
formation 

Service of papers on attorneys 
Filing and delivery of papers, 
files, etc. 

Obtaining information and data 
Abstracting dockets 

Searching and abstracting trade 
names, corps., chattel mtgs. 
estates, etc. 

Procuring Forms or Rules 
Marking District Court cases 
Obtaining police and hospital 
reports 


Messenger Service 

Our messenger calls at your 
offices daily for your instructions 
nd requests on forms provided 
by us. 

® 

Reports 

A prompt report is given you 
on each request you make. 


THIS SERVICE IS AVAILABLE 
TO YOU FOR A NOMINAL 
MONTHLY CHARGE 


Serving the Bar of New Jersey 
For Over 30 Years 


NEW JERSEY LAWYERS 
SERVICE 


240 Mulberry Street, 
Newark 2. N. J. 


Our representative will be happy 
to call on you to explain this 
Service in detail. 
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(Continued from page 1) 
ter for further hearing, with 
pending order to support. Trial 
judge failed to file statement 
setting forth the reasons for his 
determination as required in 
case Of appeal by R.R. 6:3-11(b). 
Wilful failure to provide adequate 
support for children would con- 
stitute desertion within meaning 
of N.J.S. 2A:4-18(e) so as to con- 
fer jurisdiction on Juv. & Dom. 
Rel. Ct. as it would, depending 
upon the proof as to who was the 
deserter, eic., in the case of the 
wife. Judge’s private surmise as 
to defendant’s income is no sub- 
stitute for required proof and no 
record exists to judge whether 
trial judge’s award was proper. 
Until defendant disclaims that 
he stands in loco parentis as to 
the child by wife’s prior marriage 


whom he has supported and 
claimed as income tax deduction 
he will be responsible for its 
support. 

(State v. Gailes 

(State v. Faison (A-406-59 and 
A-482-59, decided Nov. 28, 1960) 


Affirmed trial court’s denial of 
hearings on applications by two 
defendants for writs of habeas 
corpus and motions to withdraw 
guilty and non-vult pleas entered 
prior to their being sentenced 
two years ago. Defendants had 
pleaded guilty to armed robbery 
accusations, and non vult to 
murder indictment, and one of 
them had pleaded guilty to other 
charges on accusation, only after 
thorough advice by trial judge 
as to their rights and interroga- 
tion by him as to their knowledge, 
voluntariness and_ Satisfaction 
with their counsel in the matter. 
They now allege lack of under- 
standing of their pleas, perfidy 
by their counsel, etc., but official 
records of the court negate their 
claims and court properly denied 


their applications (N.J.S. 2A:67- 
17). Also, the motion to withdraw 
their pleas is denied as there was 
no manifest injustice in their 
entry (R.R. 3:7-10(a)). 

No. River Ins. Co. v. Tisch Man- 
agement, Inc. (A-781-59, decided 
Dec. 9, 1960) 

(Full digest on page 1) 
Essex Co. Retail Liq. Stores Ass’n 
v. Newark Mun. Bd. of Alcoh. Bev. 
Cont. et al (A-640-59, decided Dec. 
2, 1960) 

(Full digest on page 2) 


SUPERIOR COURT 
CHANCERY DIVISION 
Fidelity Union Trust Co. v. 
Egenolf Day Nursery Ass’n of 
Elizabeth, N. J. et al (Monmouth 
Co., C-40-59, decided Dec. 6, 1960) 
(Full digest on page 2) 

SUPERIOR COURT 
LAW DIVISION 
et al v. Asbury Park 
Co., Docket No. L- 


Graham 
(Monmouth 


17860-59, decided November 29, 
1960) 
On defendant’s motion, dismis- 


sed complaint of two plaintiffs 
seeking recovery of back salary 
as members of city police de- 


partment for 20-month period 
during which they were suspend- 
ed pending trial and determina- 


tion of criminal indictments 
against them. General rule that 
right to compensation for public 


position exists only where services 
are rendered applies here. N.J.S.A. 


40:46-34 which provides for pay- 





ment of back salary where dis- 
missal or suspension of municipal 
officer or employee is judicially 
declared llegal applies only 
where the dismissal or suspension 
is made upon charges. subse- 


quently found to be without merit 
in a departmental hearing. City 
manager had pursued only prop- 
er course in suspending plaintiffs 
to await outcome of the criminal 
proceedings. 





‘New Cincinnati U. Student ¢ Court Has Wide Power 





Is Judicial Arm of Student 
Council 

Cincinnati (ACCN) — Five jus- 
tices have begun holding court 
sessions at the University of Cin- 
cinnati. 

The five, all upperclassmen at 
the UC College of Law, are mem- 
bers of a unique new UC body, 
a Student Court with unprece- 
dented powers. 

This month the court Officially 
became the judicial arm of the 
UC Student Council and the first 
UC student group granted juris- 
diction to: 

1)—Hear student appeals from 
citations for violation of campus 
traffic regulations. The court has 
power to cancel or modify cita- 
tions at its discretion. 

2)—Call students before for 
mandatory hearings in cases in- 
hs ving misuse of student identi- 
fication cards. The court may im- 
pose penalties in accordance with 
University policy and student 
government regulations. 

In addition, the court will: 

3)—Hear and rule on disputes 
involving interpretations of the 
Student Council constitution or 
legislation. 

4)—Serve as arbiter in disputes 
between students or student 
groups when asked to do so by 
the parties involved. 

The chief justice and four as- 
sociate justices are named for 
one-year terms by vote of the 
Student Council following nomin- 
ation by the dean of the College 
of Law, Dr. Roscoe L. Barrow. 

Putting teeth into the power 
of the court, the Student Council 
has agreed that “a judgment by 
the court shall constitute an in- 
debtedness to the university and 
must be fully paid to obtain a 
diploma, certificate of scholastic 
standing, or a transcript record 
of academic work.” 

“Offenses against the dignity of 
the court” — contempt or false 
testimony — will bring fines. 

When students wish to appeal 
from the court’s decision, they 


it 
al 





must file formal notices of appeal 
and court members are required 
to prepare case summaries. 

Appeals go to the University 
Committee on Student Conduct. 
The court also, at its dis- 
cretion, cases to that com- 
mittee. 

Most sessions of the court, held 
regularly in the Student Union 
building, will be open to the pub- 
lic. 

“We think the court will pro- 
vide students with a better insight 
into the legal process,” Chief 
Justice Frank Gerlach, a law sen- 
ior, commented. 

Explaining 
function as 
istrative 
it will also 
ience for me 

A relativ 
in student 





re 
LCi 


the court will 
informal admin- 
tribunal, he noted that 
be good legal exper- 
ibers of the court. 

y new development 
government, student 
courts are now operating on a 
growing number of college cam- 
puses, Gerlach noted. 

As an “objective third party” 
between the administration and 
the studen he said, the court 
hopes to provide closer commun- 
ication between the two. 
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LEGAL NOTICE 


EW JERSEY 
i OF 5 TE 
OF DISSOLUTION 








rom 








toc kholde rs 
t he record 
are ne yw on file 








as provided by law. 
TIMONY WHEREOF. I 
at -t my hand and af- 


seal, at Trenton. 





ith day of December. 
(Seal) housand nine hundred 
and s 
EDW AR D J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State, 
I..J.—Deec. 22, 29, Jan. 5 $21.60 
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N. Y. County Bar Association Ethics Opinion 





QUESTION NO. 498 
CLIENT’S BUSINESS — IMPRO- 
PRIETY OF CIRCULATING 
REPRINT OF BAR ASSOCIA- 
TION PUBLICATION ART- 
~ICLE AMONG CUSTOMERS 
OF CLIENT 


A bar association publication 
printed an article written by two 
lawyers concerning the tax risks 


assumed by investors in real 
estate syndicates. 
The lawyer-authors of the 


article are two of the three princi- 
pals in a company engaged in the 
public syndication of income- 
producing properties. The com- 
pany in question has many invest- 
ors who are lawyers, accountants, 
insurance agents and business- 
men. 

The lawyer-authors request the 
opinion of this Committee as to 
whether it would be proper for 
them to distribute reprints of 
their article for distribution to 
investors in the properties syndi- 
cated by their company. 

The lawyer-authors state that 
their activities are confined to 
the business and legal matters 
pertaining to their company and 
that the distribution of the re- 
prints would be for informative 
purposes only and not for adver- 
tisement. They state: “We have 
no interest in, nor do we intend 
to accept retainers for any type 
of legal services whatsoever.” 
They further state that their ac- 
tivities in the real estate invest- 
ment field are limited solely and 
entirely to the operation of their 
company. 


ANSWER TO QUESTION NO. 498 


In the opinion of this Commit- 
tee it would be improper for the 
two attorneys as principals of 
their company to. distribute 
among its investors reprints of 
the published article. 

The author-attorneys, in addi- 
tion to being lawyers, are princi- 
pals in a company which is in 
the business of the public syndi- 
cation of real estate properties 
and which is said to have many 
investors. The authors state un- 
equivocally that they ‘have no 
interest in, nor do we intend to 
accept retainers for any type of 
legal services whatsoever.” If in- 
deed the author-attorneys were 
engaged in the active practice of 
the law apart from their activi- 
ties for the company, distribu- 
tion of reprints of their article 
might well be deemed to be in 
contravention of Canon 27 as in- 
direct advertising. 

But apart from the indirect 
advertising aspect, distribution of 
reprints as contemplated would 





LEGAL NOTICES 
Dated yecemmber 9. 1960 
ESTATE OF ROSE 4 AROLYS KLINGEL, 
Vursuaut to the order f DavVID H 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Keser 
thie day made on the application of the 
jndersigned Executor of paid deévased 


is hereby given to the creditors of satu 
to exhibit to the subseriher 
or affirmation, their Cla.uws and 
lemand> against the estate of sa:d deceased 
Within sis mwouths from this date. or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recoveripg the same against the snubecriber 

THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
CARL I a ICHSEN, Attorneys 


60 Park 


notice 
lecesuseu 


IDder oa@ta 





d: December 14, 1960 
ESTATE OF FREDERICK WISNER 
THORNE, dece 
Pursuant iv ie order of DAVII) Ho WIEN 
R. Surrogate of the Counts of Essea. tbi- 
ay made on the application of the under 
ened, Executors of said deceased, notice ts» 
‘ereby given to the creditors of sald decease, 
» exhibit to the subscribers. under oath or 
:firmation. their claims and d-mandg- avainst 
“he estate of said deceased witnin siz months 
‘rom this date. or they will be ’orever barred 
fr 


m prosecuting or recove « the sar 


Cainet the 
WILLIAM ALLAN CUDLIPP 
THE NATIONAL NEWARK & ESSEX 
BANKING COMPANY OF NEWARK 
WIL LI AM ALL AN CUDLIPP, Attorney 
: B 


<ased 


ne 


cabins ribers 





Jan. 5, 12. 19 
Dated: December 19. 1960 

ESTATE OF MARY G. MORROW, deceased. 

Pursuant to the order of DAVID H. 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex, 
this day made, on the application of the 
undersigned, Executrices of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 
said deceased, to exhibit to the subscribers, 
under oath or affirmation. their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six montha from this date. or ther 
will be forever” barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscribers. 

MARGE MILLER 
CONNIE RAYMOND 

TAOUIS J. MILLER, Attorney 
584 Kearny Avenue 
Kearny. N. J. 
L.J.—Dec. 22. 29, Jan. 5. 





12. 19 








violate the principle set forth in 
our Opinion No. 114. There we 
said: “The advertising of the busi- 
ness (conducted by a lawyer) is 
not essentially improper, if the 
advertisement be in such form as 
to avoid the interpretation that 
it is a solicitation of professional 
employment, or the solicitation of 
business or employment because 
the advertiser is a lawyer.” (bold- 
face supplied.) 

Whether designed to or not, the 
proposed distribution of the pub- 
lished article would tend to in- 
crease the investment business of 
the company (1) because of the 
professional qualifications of the 
authors as shown by the content 
of the article and the fact of its 
inclusion in a professional pub- 
lication, and (2) because the tax 
risks discussed in the article 
would be a major consideration 
by satin prospective investor. 
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Dated 
o EDWIN COLES decenset 

cre . rder of DAVID H 
itNEI Suri af the County of Essex 
s «day mat the application of — the 
undersis 1, exe r of said deceased, notice 
! the creditors of said 
; o the subscriber, under 
the ir claims and demands 
aid deceased within 


they will be 
or seemed 


1 this date, Oo 


ssecuting 


the saline agains 





DAVID S. BINGHAM, Attorney 
744 Broad $ 
Newark N J 
L...1 lec, 22, 20. Jan. 5, 12, 19 
ESSEX «olLNTY COURT 
PROBA'T:. DIVISION 
NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT 
NOTICE is hereby given that UTILITY- 
SIEMON COLOK CORPORATION, a corpora- 
tion of the State of New Jersey, doing busi- 
ness at 78-82 Wheeler Point Road, Newark. 
New Jersey, has this day made a general 
issiznment to the subscriber of its entire 





estute, in trust for the equal benefit of its 
creditors in proportion to their several de- 
mands, to the net amount that shall come 
— his han = distribution The business 
earri “by said UTILITY-SIEMON 
COL OR ( “OR. PORATION been that of 

game manufacturers with its office and 
pl ace of business located at the address here- 
inabove stated. All claims of creditors 
raiust said estate must be presented under 
affirmation to NORMAN H. ROTH. 
ee, in care of his attorney, ABNER 
at 921 Bergen Avenue. 
within three months 
or 


has 








Esq... 
New Jersey, 
of said general assignment. 
barred from participating 


e Assiz : 
FEINBERG, 
Jersey City, 


om the date 








the sum mi y be 
ide d of ee aaa 
DATED December 
NORMAN i OTH, Assignee 
ABNER W. FEINBERG 
Attorney for Assignee 
f Avenue 
Ik N.S 
L.J ID 8, 15. 2 29 $23.31 
ESSEX COUNTY COURT 
LAW DIVISION CIVIL 
DOckr 1 > 
INAL JUDGMENT 
JOSEPH RICHARD NEVEDOMSKY and } 
HARRIET ANN NEVEDOMSKY, for ) 
ive to assume the names of ) 
JOSbPH RICHARD } VINS ind ) 
HARRIET ANN NEVINS sjectively. ) 
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STATE OF NEW JERSEY SHPRIFF’S SALE * , STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY = 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE SUPERIOR (CHAN.) D-237 DEPARTMENT OF STATS DEPARTMENT OF STATE DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
OERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY, CERIFICATE UF DISSULUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION CERTIF ICATS Ub FILING OF OONSENT 
To all to whom these presents may come, CHANOERY DIVISION, ESSEX OOUNTY,| £0 Gb to whom these presents may come,|To oli to whom these presente may come,| BY STUCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTIO, re 
Greeting: j DOCKET F-113-60, Between Carteret Sav- Greeting: Greeting: To all to whom these presents may come, 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. | ings and Loan Association, a corporation of WHEKEAS, It appears to my satisfaction. WHEBEAS, It appears to my satisfaction. Greeting: 


t v, tiff, and Lyons Kealty | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- record of the proceed- WHERWAS, It appears to my satisfaction , 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof] Corp., a corporati f New Jersey, et als.,| mes for the voluntary dissolution thereof ye ae ae dissolution "caarest by duly authenticated record of the Droceed. “id 
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by duly authenticated record of the proceed-| New Jersey 





















holders, deposited in my office that Premises. uvlders. deposited in my office that dGepusited in my office, that ay 
MELROSE REALTY COMPANY By Virtue of the above stated writ of] | | TALL TREE ESTATES. INO. mito, ee See iy FLOkisT " 
ec 4 £ t a g c a J a ( Cc 

a cormoration of this. State, whose princioal | S2e°HtiON, UB me directed. 1 shall expowe| 4 corpuration Of thle State, whee prinetpal |, corporation of tia state, wees principal | corporation of this Stale, howe princin ll 
office is situated at No. 323 Dodd Street. in for = by F reig in the City of Hackensack “County of Bergen, | ice is situated at No. 435 W. 7th Street, | 5 the Ui ty ‘ Jersey tii County of Heda . 
the —,- East | pone County Essex. | the 17th day J State of New Jersey (David B. Follender | 2, the i'n ian tea Ro . State of ‘New Jersey’ (Maurice Kring St 
State o New ersey (Alfred a 5OZ > > of : % = x State o ew Jersey rew Cc t St 
being the azent therein and Yn charge thereat, | YM, (Urevalliog 1 Er Mat Neata acSeny 2G it Gteit® | Ha bine the anes Uhecels” and change | Seg Me agent taeeia dad la change werd He 
upon whom may be served), has 8 ( Pre lan N wie ahs Roms Sikate Sia 4 1 4th Dp aa 7 t Title thereof, upon whom process may be served), | UPY’ proces: 7 ‘7 ), Das op 
complied with requirements of Title 14.| Jerse, > °° “~°™" essex County, New | bas complied with the requirements of Title | 1.45 complied with the requirements of Title | Complied with tue requirements of Title 14,9 oo) 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes by. 14, Corporations, Generai, of Hevised Stat-| 14> Corporations, General, of Kevised Stat-] Corporations, General, of Hevised Statutes, Co 
of ‘ ,, preliminary to the issuing utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the iesu-/ utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the issu-| preliminary to tue issuing of this Certincar of 
of Dissolution. ; ee ing of this Certificate of Vissolution. ing of this Certificate of Dissolution. that sucu consent has been fled. of 
g| five hundred NOW, THEKEY DRE, 1, we secretary of | NUW, LHEKEFURE, I, the Secretary of NOW THEREFURE, 1, EDWARD J. Par. | 


s Ck te of 
NOW, T Hi at E FORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Lo Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Fifteenth day of December, 1960, file in 


hundredths of aI 
of South Twe Ifth 
3 i of Twelft h 
south sixty-se 


State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | state of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | THN, Secretary of State of the State oi Bt 
Cerufy that the #u'd corporation did, on te | Certify that the said corporation did. on the | New Jersey, Vo Hereby Certify that we] fp. 
Twenty-ighth day of November, 1960, file in| Twenty-eighth day of November, 1960, file in| said corporation did, on the Twenty eighia Fi 


















































































my office a duly executed and attested consent 1 my ollice a duly executed and attested consent | my office a duly executed and attested consent | day of November, 196U, file in my of a my 

in writing to the dissolution of said cor-| ™Jnutes east and al in writing to the alssolution of said cor-|in writing to the dissolution of said cor- | duly executed and attested consent in writicg is 

poration, executed by all the stockholders A a poration, executed by all tHe stockBolders | poration, executed by all the stockholders | to the dissu.utivug of said corporation, execur. pol 
thereof, which said consent and the record gr tee ty-ight tuereuf, which said consent and the record | thereof, which said consent and the record | ed vy more than two-thirds in interest of t- the 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file yaedest : of the proceedings aforesaid are now on Mie| of the proceedings aforesaid - — on file | stuckhoiders thereof, which s@id certincay | of 
in wy said office as provided by law. fitty-five in my said office as provided by Jaw. ia my said office as provided b and the record of the proceedings aloresais tp 

IN TESTIM NY WHEREOF, I ast fee Fsok bo: tha aaid IN TESTIMUNY WHEREOF, 1 IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF, 1] are now on Sle in my said office as providag 

have hereto set my hand and af- : Scarth” Twelftt irs he nce bave nereto eet my uand and af- bave hereto set my hand and af-| py law. 

fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 3 ee Ay catty th raat fixed my official sra:, at Lrenton, fixed my official seal. at Trenton IN TESTIMONY WHEREvr, 

this Fifteenth day of December. | tyinty-eight a igri = s oe ont a “4 sade % this Twenty-eighth uay of November, this Twenty-eighth day of November. bave uereto set my hand aud af. 

(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred waak twenty-five fect to the point cata ace | (Beal) A.U., ope thousand pine kBusdred | (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred nxed my official seal, 3 Trenton, Ss 
and sixty. neat of BEGINNING go Se re ae and sixty. ‘ and sixty. this Twenty-eighth day of Novemte 
EDWARD J, PATTEN, The above description ts in accordance ELDWAKD J. PATTEN, EDWARD J. PATTEN, (Seal) A.U., one thousand nine bund 
Secretary of State, i hires = #3 ; He Snianee Ms apne Secretary of State. Secretary of State. and ‘eixty. 

L.J Dec. 22, 29, Jan. 5 $21.60 - cas . ur mn L.J.—Dec. 8, 15, 22 $21.60] L.J.—Dec. 8, 15, 22 $21.60 EDWAKD J. PATTEN ‘3 

_as No. 216 South Twelfth . Secretary of State. : ae 
STATE OF NSW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY L.J.—Dec. 8, 15, 22 $21.60 
STATE OF NEW JE RSEY DEPARTMENT OF STATE 2 EPART: 
DEPARTMENT OF STA CERTIFICATE OF LISSOLUTION CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION ee ee ; 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUT ION To ali to whom these preesemts may come | To ali to whom these gresents may come, _ SHERIFE'S SALE % To 
Yo all to whom these presents may come, Greeting: Greeting: a SUPERIUR (CHAN) D-223 ( 
Greeting WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction SUPERKIVUK CULRT UF NEW_ JEKSEY 1 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, oy duly authenticated record of the proceed- | 0y duly authenticated record of the proceed- | CHANCLKY DIVISION, ESSEX OUly ay 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ozs for the voluntary dissolution thereof DUCKETT NU. F-3209-09 2 ing 
ings for the voluntary dissolvtion thereof oy the unanimous consent of all the etock- | by the unanimous consent of ag = etock- | between Samue. Cries and bugene Aleis hy 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- :olders, par in my office that a deposited in my office Piaintifis, aud Lucille Boyd, Lhe re b 
holders, deposited in my office that FARM ACRES, INC ALDORF DEVELOPMENT C CORP. Bunner, Sadie Bonner and Jordan bars 
ATWATER REALTY CORPORATION = a corporaion of this State whose principal | @ nen of this State, whose principal Defendants. EXLOUTIUN. For Sace ui 
5 ere One shinny é crttet a office is situated at No. 460 Bloomfield Avenue, | Office is situated at No. 655 Clinton Avenue. Mortgaxed Premises. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal The ae g in the Town of Montclair, County of Essex,|in the City of Newark, County of Essex. By virtue of the above stated writ uf t 

office is situated at No. 1034 River Road, in C mite (eI0 066 03) together 't] State of New Jersey (Elinor B. Cartmill| State of New Jersey (Louis Wendorf| EXLCULIUN, to me directed, 1 shall expose mo’ 

the sorough of Edgewater, County of], ~ ie = ). together with th peing the agent therein and in charge thereof, | »¢ing the agent — > —_ in charge thereof | tur Sale by Public Veudue, in Room b-iy ers 

Sergen, State of New Jersey (Paula Kent Wess 4 see: Ss December 12. 1960 Ipoh whom process may be served), has | ipon whom process be served), har /at tue CUURKL HUUSE, in Newark, ox the 

being the ayent therein and in charge thereof, ; eae wee "NEIL ¢ | DUFFY. Sheri, | complied with the requirements of Title J4 | complied with the reuuinemnents of Title 14. | iuesday. te Zith day of December, vert uaa 

upon whom process may be served), has igo Maheiker, Basainoc » "Her"; | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | Corporations, General. of Revised Statuter | at 1:50 p.m. (Prevailing Time), al! t 14, 

complied with the requirements of Title 14, “Wahisc Athenee i of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | 0 New Jersey, preliminary i the issuin: | tullowing tract or parcel of iand aud a 

Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes] 1 7 Dec. 99.99. Jan 5. 12 $49.94| of this Certificate of Dissolution. of this Certificate of Dissolut premises hereinafter particularly described ae 

of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing] *” se pe ss pais eae Biss NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Gecretary of | situate, lying and being im the City ou = 

of this Certificate of Dissolution State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby State of the State of New Jersey, De Hereby | Newark, Essex County, New Jersey: a, 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of STATE OF NEW JERSEY Certify that the eaid corporation did. on the | “ertify that the eaid corporation did. on the BEGINNING at a point in tue easter; hes 










State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby DEPARTMENT OF STATE Twenty-ighth day of November, 1960, file in} Twenty-ninth day of November, 1960, file in} line of iugraham Place, distant ius. 




























































































































































































Certify that the said corporation did, on the ET i jeer s ; > io l ny office a duly executed and attested coneent | southerly [rom the corner 
Sixteenth day of ber, 1960," tie in| ¢, CBRTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION | my office a duly sxecited Mition ot tai cor, | im writing to the dissolution of said cor- | intersection of the same with the sout 
my office a duly executed at nd attested consent ‘eee whom these presents may come, poration, executed by all the stockholders | 00ration, executed by all the stockholders | iine of Clinton Avenue. : 
yriting to e disso of 6s -Or- stiatics clans & ¢ rhic t neen ¢ in utuwesterl, poruer of lot 
oA cg Marder - att che (Rca weston WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfactio EAGEEOr. which said —— and the gs a enema ae = now aa ocd cage gala ree > Mag vl 
thereof * which said consent and the ict aea by duly authenticated record of the proceed f the proceedings aforesa ee len on e in my said office as provided by thence runuing easterly along the said souts- of 
of the proceedings afo resald are now on file Saag for the voluntary dissolution in my at mee TINONT  WHEREOF, I ‘ IN TESTIMONY WHEEEOF. lleriy line of lot No. 111 easterly and D 
in my said, offic rovided by law. | Solas “de ~ sit = a ae have hereto set my hand and af- Lave hereto set my hand and af-| right angles to Ingraham Place 100’ 
IN TI SSTIMONY WHEREOF, I ip ar aC ING fixed my official seal, at Trenton. fixed my official seal, at Trenton. | Dortuwesterly corner of lot No. 63; 
have hereto set my hand and af-|, ... cite +a at Tig ge agar this Twenty-eighth day of November, this Twenty-ninth day of November, | southerly along said westerly line of 
fixed my official , seal. jit, Trenton, office a og ae pe al (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | (Seal; a thousand nine hundred i Ma — ee ee i “ 
is en dé o ecem be . wat 5 va . 5 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred bps the Reiger ged ms ‘eransengpet tee Pa SOWAED J. PATTEN. EDWARD J. PATTEN, said map; thence westerly es patie rs 
and sixty ss a New Jersey (Xavier E. Secretary of State. Secretary of State. erly line of iot No. 114 at right angl 
it DWARD J. PATTEN, belie the gue therein “9 in charge LJ. omen 8 15. 22 $21.60 | L.J.—Dee. 8, 15, $21.60! ingraham Place 100’ to Ingraham Piace a 
Secretary of State, pon whom process may g ee pe wii tuence northerly along the same 5u’ to the L.. 
i.3 Dec. 22, 20. Jan. 5 * BLGINNLNG. 
STATE OF NEW JERSEY Being lots No. 112 and No. 113 on — 
— * ‘ SHERIFF’S SAL EPARTMENT OF STATE “Map of “Clinton Park, situated in the } 
SUPERIOR (OAS. ) -_ CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION of Newark, N.J.,’’ by George H. Ganizer 
eee SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY. To all te whom these presents may come, | surveyor. : ap 
87 AT Ee OF NE aw t CHANCERY howe ESSE Greeting: Being known and designated as 58 Ingra- C 
. Ff tg ys a a “thi oh th DOCKET NO. F-3034-3 WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | ham Viace, Newark, New Jersey. pe I 
To all. to whom these presents may come, | my office a duly executed Savings and Loan pple a corporation | by duly authenticated record of the proceed- | he approximate herr eiy gg hee see 
Grecting ‘“ are the f New Jersey, Plaintiff, and Samuel Banks,| ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof | ‘0 be Bl seaceanie 55 Pets aso Mo aaa Bu erts 
WHER a . : et al., Defendants. Execution. For sale of| py the unanimous consent of all the stock- FOR 2OUSRDR. re und ~ : Salé 
EREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, mortgaged premises. holders. deposited in my office t Dollars and Sixty-six Cents ($10, 603. B r 
doggy ae cpg iaty diemialion piece sy. Virtue of the above stated writ of ARNOLENE EXTERMINATING CO. ee See ee ee See 
“ot gia ag ca Rp mus conse ink or Gil Xba whack: : o me directed, I shall expose for|a corporation of this State, whose principal | Newark. N. J.. NEIL G. DUFFY, Sherif 
holders. deposit ay fice ‘thet sale by ‘publ ie vendue, in Room B-16, at| office is si lated at No. 397 Clinton Avenue, L . ‘Greenhouses. etter 

“66 HI 1G HTS TOAD COR P. have hereto set my and vie f- Jourt ; in Newark, on Tuesday.| in the City of Newark, County of Essex. I Dec 3. 15. eres si s. 

Se Ala sag i ied Sig nO ona Sai vane Naan, 1a oy ; 1 a uary, next, at 1:30 P.M.| State of New Jersey (Albert J. Arndt | l-J-—Dec. 1. 5. “< 
ia ibhatal at Moo Pore te phic’ Whintleth:. Gay Jar owen i all the following tract | peing the agent therein and in charge thereot ‘ 
Boro . etn. County of | (Seal) A.D... one thousand hundred and and the premises herein-| upon whom process may be served), has r 
n : o (Doan E: Wwank a sixty we i ly described, situate, lying | cemplied with the requirements of Title 14. SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW JEESEY the 

the rein and in charge thereof 15 ‘DW AR i J. PATTEN, rt ; : 1e City of Newark, Essex | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | CHANCERY DIVISION - ESSEX COU 

upon whe may be served). has Secretary of State unty, New Jersey. A of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing DOCKET NU. F 1476-59 B 
complied lirements of Titie 14, | L-J.—Dec. 22, 29, Jan. 5 $21:60| p PEC ENNING in’ ‘the Easterly of this Certificate of Dissolution Civil Action 
Corporatio wral, of Revised Statutes A geeen iors sabia nt therein NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of Order Appointing Representative rt 
of New Jersey. preli minary to the issuing eee nee ot Gee a intersection | gtate of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby and Guardian ad Litem Spr 
of this Cert f Dissolution. STATE OF NEW JERSEY * therly line of Marie place and the | “ertiey that the said corporation did, on the 
NOW, “TERED OR E, I, the Secretary of DEPARTMENT OF STATE Ei e of Ridgewood avenue; thence} p.ontyeighth day of November, 1960. file in| IRVING GELBER and DOROTHY pet 
Beet ai® ann abehe Gf RI forkay: D6 Hares CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION (1) ng Ride: By A peng are 28 a my Office & duly executed and attested consent GELBER, his wie, Be 
Cortit. that the ation did, on thi ae ca to whom these presents may come, : Jaci rp angen E ETH pie in writing to the dissolution of said cor- ie Plaintiffs, snes 
a. enth day 1960, file in freeting : rage 5 a) dee poration, executed by all the stockholders . Vt = oy 2] I ee 
my office a duly executed ittested consent | WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. oe eee a aa, a oe cunnnt aud Gee ane ee 8 ee sued 
in writing to the of said cor-| 0y duly authenticated record of the proceed- 56.75 hah a point, said | of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file} pie\NENDI LONDINSEY, a, k/a net 
poration, executed stockholders | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof nt 99 23 feet Easterly from | im my said office as provided by law. GENENDE LUNDINSKY ‘and their : wes 
thereof, which said id the record | by the unanimous consent of al! the stock- . the (5) South 37 IN “TESTIMONY WHEEHOP, Il heirs doviscos and person 7 K 
of the proceedings afore ire now on file] Bolders, deposited in my office t A ge 35 mi nutes. West 31. 23 feet : thence have hereto set my hand and af- ne etc Saal Were th New 
in my said office as provided by law. EATONTOWN GARDENS, NO. 2, INC. nh enced re a official 1 T representatives and her. their 7 
Yaaro tn ba AE gah 53 degrees 17 utes West 94.57 fixed my cial seal, at Trenton. | or any of their successors in T 
IN| TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I] a corporation of this State, coe principal the Easterly line of Ridgewood ave- this Twenty-eighth day of November, ! right title and interes to | 
have hereto set my hand and af-| office is situated at No. 1182 Raymond Bouie- ; and place of BEGINNING (Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and| ~ accel es Fon 
iixed ba official seal, at Trenton, | vard, in the City of Newark, County of Essex, g com y wn and desig: sixty Pee Dol 
Ss rurteent day of e » ; caw Ps ‘ ; “prea a : - ~ = : z . — 
cseary Sp, Pourceenth Gaz of Decemner, | Seats ot Now, doceay, (Motrie M Sekaltow 830 Ieidgewood avenue, Newark, New EDWARD J. PATTEN, Coon reading, and ling the motion " 
and Sixty upon whom process may be served), has| T,. ee CH pd State. atidavit on behalf of the Lop a tap = 
11 AR iD J. PATTEN = . The approximate amount of the Judgment] L.J.—Dec. 8, 15 $21.60] which it appears that plaintiff has e 
) rt f ri ate ag onan 0 genie — to to be satisfied by said sale is ane sum of unable to ascertain the names, identities av 
; Gina. aoe ais as Corporations, meral, 0 v tatutes | Six Thousand Sev Hundred and Forty-two a a —_ sidences of rtain parties defenda L.J 
1.3. Dee. 22, 29, Jan. 5 $21.60] of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | Dollars and Th Cents ($6,742.30), to- on a ot we a ae = rc ong a naeiian are ih being; and 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. gether with the costs of this sale. New seh ge eth aie t 7 ise barra because of conflicting interests no part sors 
~ i: NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of Newark, N. J.. November 28, 1960. 1961 ar 45 oo. col k ay th ——. f this cause can be appointed to represe the 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby NEIL G. DUFFY, Sherif. 1s = Ps ve cteacieine’ tin’ te pebcaeatipa for unknown defendants or those not in being. a 
or ATE OF NEW JERSE ~ Certify that the said corporation did, on the Louis J. Cohen, Attorney. ie ae er MACRICE “MAR Ks and SADE oe for in R.R. 4:30-3; and nat 
aa ARTMENT. STATE Twenty-eighth day of November, 1960, file in] L.J.—Dec. 8, 15, 22, 29 $32.76 | OBPER MARKS ‘ ertain of the unknown parties who 
To ey cs ie ~g he ind nein my office a duly executed and attested consent MORRIS MARKOWITZ have an interest in this proceeding ma} a 
Grectina »}in writing to the diseolutium of said cor- rene SADIE OPPER MARKOWITZ infants; and that after diligent inquiry i ba 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, | POT&ta. executed by all the stockholders _.__ SHERIFF LE MILTON C. YARROW, ESQ. appears’ that service of summons can uot 
beg: Sailr SALEM nits Simona ae En exe ‘a thereof, which said consent and the record SUPERIOR (LAW) G- 80. SUPERIOR 744 Beiad Sivest made withi 8 — upon the def by ¢ 
lay Tey ae Sahenbaee “cil dais ove eet of the proceedings aforesaid are cow on file (LAW) G-151 _ - SUPERIOR (LAW) Newark 2, New Jersey who, are kn - not ss ing ae yy 
o a4 patient “geo : é in 8a v Ww. —Dec. 8 99 9 service of the notice of publicatio: nd 
ll “deposited nan ee ba ig stock- saa IN TESTIMONY  WHEREOS, 1 | SUPE RIOR COURT OF NEW JERSEY. kes Ste Se, $9.45 | the complaint and amendments thereto bold. 
CLIFTON “AK INET COMPANY, INC neve Rents at my Gent ane af | LAW DEVI. eee ean cal vores 6 elo ee eee 
aii meadie . 5 “eschtagh (Sates a fixed my official seal, at Trenton, OCKET NOS. J-11628-59, J-11939-59 and] _ ea se ONE good cause shown: : ee 
a corporation of this whose principal his Twenty-cighth d tN be J-2079-60. General Investment Corp... a| ESTATE OF JOSEPH SCHWARTZ, deceased It is, on this 17th day of Novemebr, 19 an 
office is situated at_ 124-126 Lakeview (Seal) ic tebe eee - hr - cates — corporation of New Jersey (Louis Jaffe, Pursuant to the order of DAVID 4.]on motion of Martin Gelber, attorney fe 
Avenue, in the City of Clifton, County of Pas- 2s ntak one taouan me aun and Assignee), Plaintiff, vs. Frank McHugh Sr.| WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex,| the piaint ordered that this action m 
saic, State of New Jersey (Stephen J. Revack EDW RD J. PATTEN nd Grace McHugh, defendants. Executions.| this day made on the application of the| proceed against the persons t 
Dern ae Rane SCPE EO ind in charge thereof, A A . 3y virtue of the above stated writs of | undersigned, Executors of said deceased,| thereto and any of their heirs, 
upon whom process may be served). has Secretary &? State. execution, to me directed, I shall expose] notice is hereby given to the creditors of | personal representatives under the follow 
comp ied with the requirements: of Title 14, L.J.—Dee. 8, 15, 22 $21.60 | for sale by public vendue, in Room B-16,| said deceased to exhibit to the subeeribers, | description: Joe Londinsky and Benendi L 
sag dete General, of Revis d Statutes at the Court House, in Newark, on Tuesday, | under oath or affirmation, their claims and | dinsky, his wife, a/k/a —— Londins. 
of New J antiive preliminary to the issuing STATE OF NEW JERSEY the 3rd day of January, next. at i:30 P. M.| demands against the estate of eaid deceased | a/k/a Genende Londinsky, and their heirs 
of this ¢ ficate « Dissolution. _ ae (Prevaili ng Time). all the right, title and] within six months from this date, or they| devisees and personal representatives 
NOW, TIE REF ORE, I, the Secretary of DEPARTMENT OF STATE 2 t afe 0 e f ; ri 
. : ' " terest of the above named defendants. of, will be forever barred from prosecuting or| ber. their or any of their successors in 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION in and to all that certain tract or parcel recovering the same against the subscribers. title and interest,’ 
Cortity that the said corporation did, on the] To all to whom these presents may come, | or jand and premises situate, lying and being WILLIAM A. SCHILLING 2. That George Warren, Esq., be appointe: 
‘ourteenth day of December, 1960, file in Greeting: in the City of Newark, Essex County, New THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION - accordance with the provisions of R.B 
my office a duly executed and attested consent WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. Jersey, more particularly described as fol-| wILLTAM A. SCHILLING aanaeeear 4:30-3 to represent the unknown detendacts. 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- by duly authenticated record of the preceed- | lows 744 Broad Street ee or those not in being who may be affected 
ples ae erin by all the stockholders | ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof BEGINNING in the Westerly line of Fair-| Newark 2. by this action, and that he be further a> 
beret. which said conse nt and the record | py the unanimous consent of all the stock- | mount avenue at a point distant Southerly LJ — Nov. zs Dee. 1, 8, 15, 22 pointed as guardian ad litem to represe Bt 
He ae t-te — oo Wy hy a file | golders, deposited in my office that 300 feet from the corner of the same and any unko own defendants who mer be infants 
ies ~ x EATONTOWN GARDENS, NO. “4 INC. West Bank street (now known as 12t ! > and that copies o e complain ereto be 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. IT] corporation of this State. whose principal | avenue), running thence (1) Westerly paral- wane ce Grouse teteke Goer ae a Oe served upon him in 5 days of the date heres 


have hereto set my hand and af-| omce is situated at No. 1182 Raymond Boule- | lel with West Bank street 100 feet: thence | aay of January, 1961. at 10 o'clock in the| 28 Such representative and guardian ad 















fixed my official seal, at Trenton, + 2) southerl llel itl id Fairmount =, y, litem. 
this Fourteenth day of December. | Yat. in the City of Newark, County of Essex, | (2) southerly parallel with said Fairmount | forenoon, at the Court House in Newark, New = 
(Seal) ‘A'D.." one “thousand ine ‘hundred | State of New Jersey (Motris M- Schnitzer | avenue, 25 fect: thence, (3), Hasterly naraliel | jersey for a judament authoriring him to] ,,°,,Toat notice of this onder as prescribe 
and ‘alate oeing the agent therein and in charge thereof, | With the first 1a) " therly along | 288ume the name of Eugene Homentowski. ~ a Raia’ sienna oe newspaper publ: ished = 
EDWARD J. _PATTPN upon whom process may be served). has | Mount aye tect to the place of BEGIN. — and circulated in the County of Essex toa! ” 
Secretary of State, : complied with the requirements of Title 14. a =o feet to te mace 7iN-| EDWARD STANTON tense auria ng four consecutive calendar weeks 
1..J.—Dee. 22, 29, Jan. 5 $21.60 | Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes | - Bein siamo Gishe > naira ane ekienanentas te eee peeiag pppoe ttn directing that the eas 
tf New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing | 1a7 e Paitmonit ‘avenue. AES New East Orange, New Jersey ‘““Benendi Londinsky, a/k/a Bennendi Los bias 
ee ee of this Certificate of Dissolution. Se ee L.J.—Dee. 8. 15, 22, 29 $7-56 | ainsky, a/k/a Genende Londinsky, and thet 
NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of | pains same premises conveyed to Mary heirs, devisees and personal representative — 
Dated: December 8, 1960] State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby | yfeHugh by deed of Joseph Gervan, et als.. | po ovember 14. 1960} ang her, their or any of their successors & 
ESTATE OF CLARA M. SMITH, deceased | Sertify that the said corporation did, on the | May 19. 1924. and recorded in deed book ESTATE OF ISIDORE - “SOROLOFF, de-| right, title and interest,’ serve their 82 , 
to the order of DAVID H. | Twenty-eighth day of November. 1960. file in} P 70-342. ‘Parroaat to the order of DAVID H_| SWers upon the attorneys for the plai 2ST 
Surrogate of the County of Essex, | my office a duly executed and attested consent The same Mary J. McHugh died testate| wreneR. Surrogate of the County of Essex. agg ree dpm a gd 4 a wir 





s day made on the application of the] writing to the dissolution of said oor- | in City of Newark, N. J.. on March 10, 1951, th : 
undersigned, executor of said deceased, notice | poration, executed by all the stockholders | and her last Will and fog ee was duly i MI ag —". of default a —, pod at a this 
is sreby give -reditors ‘ r ' ’ jeceased. | avainst m for the relief dema nD Unde 
is hereby given creditors of said| thereof, which said consent and the record | probated in Essex County Surrogate’s Office notice is hereby given to the creditors ef gains e 4 


























deceased to exhibit ubseriber, under resa: on March 28, 1951. complaint. : 
oath or affirmation, their claims and demands = a wr ae as ae oe lige Mle) "me same Mary J. McHugh and Mary| said deceased to exhibit to the subseriber,|‘"4° ‘That the mailing of a copy of t i 
against the estate of said deceased within IN TESTIMONY WHERBOF, 1 | McHugh being one and the same person. under oath or affirmation, their claims and/ aforesaid notice and of the complaint unde 
six months from this date. or they will be ' b ot hand and ef The approximate amount of the Judg-| demands against the estate of said deceased| said ‘‘Benendi Londinsky, a/k/a noe oe dems 
forever barred from pri secuting or recovering have hereto set my hand a -| ments to be satisfied by said sale Is the| within six months from this date, or they| Londinsky. a/k/a Genende poe Fit 
the same against the subseri fixed my official seal, at Trenton. | 21m of Bight Hundred and Sixty-three Dol-| will be forever barred from prosecuting or| their heirs. devisees and personal represents: will 
FIDUCIARY TRUS ‘ST ‘COMPANY this Twenty-eighth day of November. | jars and Seventy-eight Cents ($863.78), | recovering the same against the subscriber. | tives and her. their or any of their successors jane 
OF NEW YORK (Seal) 4-D.. — thousand nine hundred / tovether with the costs of this sale. niauienes 1 oe SOROL One in ict title and {nterest.” as required by Tt 
CAMPBELL & CAMPRBELL, Attorneys and & Newark, N. J., November 28. AIL . Attorney -R. 4:4-5( lepen | Wi i 19 
1004 RaymondCommerce Bldg. <4 EDWARD J. PATTEN, NEIL G. DUFFY. Sheriff. 786 Broad Street NELSON EK. MINTZ. ae 
Newark 2. N. J Secretary of State. Richard M. Glassner, Substituted Attorney. | Newark 2, N. J. J.8.C New: 
L.J.- Dec. 22, 29, Jan. 5, 12, 10 L.J.—Dec. 8, 15, 22 $21.60 . 15, 22, 29 $38.43 ' L.J.—Nov. 24, Dec. .1, 8, 15, 22 L.J.—Dec. 1, 8, 15, 22 $63. 00 Ly: 














Druvides 
EOF, | 
aud at. 
Trenton, 
OVeLL ber 
bupdred 
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LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES LEGAL NOTICES 
STATE OF NBW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY SIATE OF NEW JERSEY STATE OF NEW JERSEY 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of ali the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 

PERSHING PARK HOMES, INC. 


a corporation of this State. whose principal 
yiice is situated at No. 920 Main Street, 
m the C ity of Hackensack, Cot ty of Bergen, 





State of New Jersey (Fr Dermer 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
opon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW. THEREFORE, |. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
First day of December, 1960. file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 


ip my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this First day of December, 
Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundred 
and ‘sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J.—Dec. 8, 15, 22 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW By tf 
DEPARTMENT OF 8TA 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all te whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction 
by duly anthenticated record of the proc 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the nnanimons consent of al) the stock- 
holders. deposited in my office that 
















CHROCO. INC 
ion of this State. w 
uated at No. 29 C t § 
of Freehold. ty of Me m- 
. State of New Jersey ( ford H. Rob- 
erson bei ng the agent there d in charge 





thereof. upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Oorporations, General. of Revised Stat- 
utes of New Jersey, preliminary to the issu- 
ing of this Certificate of Dissolution 

NOW. THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
ortifv thet the sgid eornoration did. on the 
wenty-eighth day mber. . file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 







in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which said consent and the record 
of the proreedings aforesaid are now on file 


n my said office law 
IN TESTIMONY 
have hereto set my hand 
fixed wmv official cea! at 
this Twenty-eighth day o 
4 1) one thousand 
and sixty 
FDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 

L.J De 8. 15. 22 £2 


ae provided by 


WHEREOF 1 
and af 
Trenton 
















SUPERIOR COURT O} 
p DIVISION 
NO 
a 










Pr bred hay sor 
100 feet to 





928 


Newark, N. J.. November 





NEIL G. DUFFY 
David Segal. Attorney 
L.J.—Dec. 8. 15, 22, 29 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS. It appears te my satisfaction 
hy dniv anthenticated record of the 


‘nge for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


ty the unanimou® consent of all the stock- 
holdere dennaited in mv office that 
7512 PARK AVENUE HOLDING 


CORPORATION 

orporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 1216 Summit Avenne, 
in the City of Union City, Connty of Hudson. 
s of New Jersey (William Bazzan: 
the agent therein and in charge 
thereof. nnon whom process may be served) 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of thie Certificate of Disaolntion 

NOW THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Cortity that the said corporation did. on the 

st day of December, 1960. file in my 
fice a duly executed and attested consent 
n writing to the diseolntion of said cor- 
Meration. exeented by all the stockholders 
theranf. which aaid consent and the record 
* the proreedings aforesaid are now on file 
‘RD my ead office ae nvided hy law 














DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all hw etock- 
holders, deposited 

HUNT, INC. 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 456 Sylvan Avenue, 
in the Borough of Englewood Cliffs, County of 
Bergen, State of New Jersey (Lillian F. Mor- 
rissey being the agent therein and in 
charge thereof, upon whom process may be 
served), has complied with the requirements 
of Title 14, Corporations, General, of Revised 
Statutes of New Jersey, preliminary to the 
issuing of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Twenty-eighth day of November, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proeeedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 

have hereto set my hand and af- 

fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 

this Twenty-eighth day of November, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 

sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 

96 


L.J.—Dec. 8, 15, $21.60 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ali to whom these presents may eome, 

Greeting. 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereot 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
bolders, deposited in my office that 

ROSE'S LUNCHEONETTE 

a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 17 Academy Street, 
in the City of Newark, County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Maurice Schapira 
Deing the agent therein end in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Thirtieth day of November, 1960, file in‘ my 
office a duly executed aud attesteu consent 
in writing to the dissuiution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
sf the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by lew. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREvF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fred my official seal, at Trenton 
this Thirtieth day of November. 





(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 

L.J.—Dee. 8, 15, 22 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATB 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these voresents may come. 

Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


by the unanimous — of all bong stock- 
holders, denosited my office tha 
KELIT RONDO RECORD CORPORATION 


a@ corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 523 23rd_ Street, 
in the City of Union City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Ervin  Litkei 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 
NOW. THEREFORE, I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the aaid corporation did, on the 
Thirtieth day of November, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
vf the proceedings aforesaid are new on file 





'n my said office as provided by law. 
IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv official seal, at Trenton. 
this Thirtieth day of November, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 


and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 


L.J.—Dec. 8, 15, 22 $21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presente may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 


by the unanimons consent of all the stock- 
deposited in my 
AND 


office that 
KING, INC. 


holders. 
DAVIDSON 








sex, State of New Jersey py ashe *s L. Davidson 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
npon whom process may served). 
complied with the requirements of Title 14. 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of thia Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE. I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
First day of December, 1960, file in 

y office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1! 
have hereto set my hand end af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this First day of December. 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Becretary ef State. 

L.J.—Dec. 8, 15. 22 


(Seal) 





STATE OF NEW 7aet 
DEPARTMENT OF &8TATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS. It annears to my satisfaction 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
hy the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders dennsited in mv office that 

EATONTOWN GARDENS NO. 1, INC. 
a corporation of this State. whose principal 
fice is situated at No. 1182 Raymond Boule- 
vard, in the City of Newark, County of Essex. 
State of New Jersey (Morris M. Schnitzer 
being the — Lav magne and in charge thereof 
npon whom process served). har 
complied with. the veguisemente of Title 14 
Corporations. General. of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to the issuing 
of thia Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE. I. the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey. Do Hereby 
Certify that the aaid cornoration did on the 
Twenty-eighth day of November. 1960. file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
'n writing to the dissolntion of said cor- 
noration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof. which aaid consent and the record 
of the procesdings aferesaid are now en file 
'n my said office ae nrovided bv law 





™N TESTIMONY WHEREOF, 1 TESTIMONY WHERFOF. 1 
have hereto set my hand and af- have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed mv officia! seal. at Trenton fixed my official aeal. at Trenton 
this First dar of December, this Twenty-ighth day of November, 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred | (Seal) A.D.. one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty and eixty 
EDWARD J PATTEN EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. Secretary of Btate 
—-Dec. 8, 15, 22 $21.60 | L.J.—Dec. 8. 15, 22 $21.60 
“4 November 28, 1960 vated: November 29. 1960 
ESTATE OF MARGL EET ROY. deceased. | ESTATE OF CARRIE EUBANKS, deceased. 
Pnrenant to the order of DAVID 4H. Puranant to the order of DAVID H. 


WIENER, Surmgate of the County of Essex. 


this day made on the application of the 
Ondersigned. Executor of said deceased 
notice is herehy given to the ereditors of 


Said deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
under oath or affirmation. their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
Fill be forever barred from prosecnting or 
Tecovering the same against the enbecriber 
_ THE HOWARD SAVINGS INSTITUTION 
JOHN F. CONNOLLY, Attorney 

ll Ae Street 


Ne 
L.J.—Dec. 8. 15, 22, 29. Jan. 5 





WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Esser. 
this day made en the application of the under- 
undersigned, Executor of said deceased. 
notice is hereby giver to the creditors of 
sald deceased to exhibit to the subscriber. 
ander oath or affirmation. their claims and 
demands against the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will be forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the same against the subscriber. 
IRVING SILVER 

IRVING SILVER, Attorney 

24 Branford Place 

Newark 2. N. J. 

L.J.—Dee. 8, 15, 22, 29, Jan. 5 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To ell te whom these presenta may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all hog etock- 
holders, deposited in my ol 

272 JACKSON AVENUE CORPORATION 
& corporation of this State. whose principal 
office is situated at No. 921 Bergen Avenue, 
in the C ity »f Jersey City, County of Hudson, 
State of New Jersey (Harold Meltzer 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom procese may be eerved), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW, THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 








Thirtieth day of November, 1960, file in my 
office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my — seal, at Trenton, 
this J tieth day of November, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

aes ha of State. 

L.J De 5 


(Seal) 


$21.60 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSULUTION 
to whom these presents may come 


It appears to my satisfaction. 
ated record of the proc 


eting : 
WHEREAS, 
by Guly au ithe ntl 




















ings for voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the imous consent on all the stock- 
holders ited in my ice that 
JOSEP! VAI -DMAN CORPOR ATION 

a corporation of State, whose principal 
office is sit i 133 Coit Street. in 
the Tow! f iy County of Essex. 
State N 5 (Joseph Waldman 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof. 
upon whom process may be served), has 


the requirements of Title 14 
General, of Revised Statutes 
if New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 


complied with 
Corporations, 


ce “th ay ¢ November, 1960, file in 

y office a duly « ~uted and attested consent 
tn writing % the "dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 


of the proceedings aforesaid aae now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Thirtieth day of November, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 
sixty 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 
Secretary of State. 





(Seal) 


Dee $21.60 





NOTICE A! iP 
ME CH 


TAKE NOT Tc that 
apply to the Essex County Court, Law 


Mikes FOR 
7E 


ee = will 
Divi- 








sion, Cor louse, Newark, New Jersey, on 
January 1960, at 10 o’clock in the 
forenoon f judgment to assume the names 







of Edwa ries Cheski, Edward Robert 
Cheski, Aniela Cheski, and Richard 
Edward respectively. 

ard Charles Czyzewski. 


ually and as natural 

an of Edward Robert 
yzewski. a minor, Anna 

ri ela Czyzewski and Richard 

ard Czyzewski. 





1960 


1960, Jan. 5. 1961 
$15 


69 





CONCERN: 

undersigned will 
y Court on the 12th 
10:00 o'clock in 


TO WHOM IT 

TAKE NOTIC 
apply to the I 
day of January 196 


MAY 


that the 








the forenoon t urt House in the 
City of Newark, > Jersey, for a judgment 
authorizing Edward L an infant, to 
assume tt name ¢ Edward ‘Long zy Redpath. 


aw ar > srg 





. 1961 
$11.34 





Dated: Novemher 23, 1960 

ESTATE OF HE INRY KERSHAW, deceased. 
Pursuant t he rder of DAVID H 
WIENER, Surroga: of the County of Essex. 











this day ma the application of the 
undersigned. utors of said deceased, 
notice is here given to the creditors of 


said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers 

under oath or affirmation, their claims and 

demands against the estate of said deceased 

within six months from this date, or they 

will be forever barred from prosecuting or 

recovering the same mnt the subscribers. 

JACK SLAVITT 

PEOPLE'S NATIONAL BANK & TRUST 
COMPANY OF BELLEVILLE 

JACOB SLAVITT, Attorney 

17 nonin ae Street 

Newark 2. : 

L.J.—Dec. z 8, 15, 22, 29 





STATE OP NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

esting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction. 
by duly authenticated record of the proeeed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
aiiees, aeeamen consent of all thc stock- 
bh jeposited in my office that 

REST DALE PARK 
& corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 73 Route 17, in 
the Township of Paramus, County of Bergen, 
State of New Jersey (Madelin Goelz 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served). has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
vf this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFO I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, .n the 
Sixth day of December, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested cunsent 
in writing to the dissolution of sai cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockhuiders 
thereof. which said consent and the recurd 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF I 
have hereto set my hand and af 


fixed my official seal. at Trenton 
this Sixth day of December. 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty 
EDWARD J. PATTEN. 
Secretary of State. 
L.J Dex 15. 22, 2 $21.60 


STATF OF NEW J poo 
DEPARTMENT OF STA 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 








To ali to whom these presenta may come, 
Greeting: 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of all the stock- 
holders, deposited in mv office that 
GROSS SERVICE, INC. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 440-446 William 
Street, in the City of East Orange, County of 
Essex, State of New Jersey (Alfred P. Hum- 
mers being the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be served), 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey, preliminary to the issuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW. THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did, on the 
Sixth day of December, 1960, file in 
my office a duly execnted and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which sald consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are .0w on file 
in my sald office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Sixth day of December, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred 


and sixty. 
PATTEN 


(Seal) 


EDWARD J. 
Secretary of State. 
Dec. 15, 22, 29, Jan. 5 


that the 


L.J.- $28.35 











TAKE NOTICE, undersigned will 
apply to the Essex County Court, Newark, 
‘ew Jersey. on Thursday, January 12, 1961, 
a ment authorizing them to assume 
Vincent Marr. Doris 

Vincent Marr and 








v INCENZO MARAZZO_ also 
as RALPH VINCENT MARRAZZO 
I ELIZABETH MARRAZZO, GARY 

VINCENT MARRAZZO and SHARON ANN 

MARRAZZO, both fants by their parent 

and natural guardian RALPH VINCENT 

MARRAZZO 
SHEERAN and OSPENSON, 
65 Northfield Avenne 
West Orange. New Jersey 
L.J Dec. 15, 22, 29, 


CERTIFIC Sh 





Attorneys 


DE CREASE 
OF 


OF 





OF 
APITAL 
LARKE Y COMPANY, INC. 
the principal office in 
Commerce Street in 
nd Connty of Essex and 
agent therein and in charge 
whom process against this 
served is Barney Larkey. 
the provisions of Title 
the Revised Statutes. we, Barney 
President, and Morris M. Larkey. 
‘ of The Larkey Company, Inc., a 
corporation of the State of New Jersey, do 
hereby certify that the said corporation has 
decreased its capital in the amount of 
$40.750.00 by redneing the total ontstanding 
eapital from $241,000.00 to $200,250.00 
by retiring 81-%4 shares of its common stock 
owned hy the covpasstt on 
WITNESS WHEREOF. The Larkey 
Ine. has caused this Certificate to 
igned by its President and Secretary 
its corporate seal to be hereunto affixed 
1980. 

THE LARKEY COMPANY. INC. 
ty BARNEY LARKEY., President 
(Seal) 


THE 

e location of 
State is at #11 
Newark 
» of the 
npen 
f may be 
acordance with 


this 
the 








ratior 
ratio 











and 
this 2nd day of December. 


ATTEST: 

MORRIS M 

STATE OF NEW JERSEY ) ‘ 
< 


COTNTY OF ESSEX ) 
BE IT REMEMBERED, that 
day of December. 1960, before 
seriher, personally appeared MORRIS M 
LARKEY. who. being by me duly sworn on 
his oath ager depose and make proof to my 
satisfaction hat he is the Secretary of 
THE LARKE Y COMPANY. INC... a corpora- 
tion. the cornoration named in the within 
instrnment: that BARNEY LARKFY is the 
President of said cornoration: that the 
execution. as well as the making of this 
instrument. has been dnlv anthorized by a 
ition of the Board of Directors 
cormration: that deponent well 
rreorate seal of said cornoratic« 
ixed to said instrument ifs s ‘ch 
d owas thereto affixed 
gned and delivered bi 


LARKEY, Secretary 


en this 2nd 
me. the snhb- 





proper 










and 


orate 
instrument 


seq] 





said 


and for his voluntary act and 
said cornoration. in nresence of de 
who therenpon snbserihed his nan 


ness 
MORRIS M 
to and s«snhserihed ) 
‘re me this 2nd day : 
1980 
POROTHEA R HOOKER. 
Notary Publie of New Jersey 
My Comm m Exnires Jn 
Endorsed i] 
Decemher 5. 1980 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary of State 

15. 22. 29 


LARKEY 


hoof, 


f Decemher 











Der 





ated: November 21, 

ESTATE OF VICTOR JACOBY, 
Pnranant to the order of 
WIENER, Surrogate of the County of Essex. 


1960 


thie day made on the application of the 
undersigned, Executors of said deceased, 
notice is hereby given to the creditors of 


said deceased to exhibit to the subscribers. 
under oath or affirmation. their claims and 
demands againgt the estate of said deceased 
within six months from this date, or they 
will he forever barred from prosecuting or 
recovering the — ae the subscribers. 
§ ; N GR 
ALBERT W. STENDER 
DAVID BERNHEIM, Attorney 
972 Broad Street 









Newark 2, N. J. 
L.J.—Dec. 1, 8, 15, 22, 29 


DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE CF FILING OF CONSENT 
BY STOCKHOLDERS TO DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come, 

Greeting: 

WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 
by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 
ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
deposited in my office, that the 

FREYER CORPORATION 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 391 Springfield Ave- 
nue, in the City of Newark, County of 
Essex, State of New Jersey (Edward Salz 
being the agent therein and in charge thereof, 
upon whom process may be served), has 
complied with the requirements of Title 14, 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes, 
preliminary to the issuing of this Certificate 
that sueh consent has been filed. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, EDWARD J. PAT- 
TEN, Secretary of State of the State of 
New Jersey, Do Hereby Certify that the 
said corporation did, on the Thirty-tirst day 
of October, 1960, file in my office a duly ex- 
ecuted and attested consent in writing to 
the dissolution of said corporation, executed 
by more thao two-thirds in interest of the 
stockholders thereof, which said certificate 
and the record of the proceedings aforesaid 
are now on file in my said office as provided 


by law. 

: IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF, I! 
have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal, at Trenton, 
this Thirty-first day of October, 
A.D., one thousand nine hundred and 


sixty. 
EDWARD J. PATTEN 
Secretary  * State. 

Dee. 15, 22. 


(Seal) 


2.1.60 


STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 
To all to whom these presents may come. 

‘treeting 
Ww HEREAS. It appears to my satisfaction. 
cy dulv authenticated record. of the pre 





ings for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
by the unanimous consent of _ a ~ stock- 
holders. deposited in my office 

BAYWAY STEEL DRUM “C0. 
a corporation of this State, whose principal 
office is situated at No. 1143 East Jersey 


Street, (Room 901) in the City of Elizabeth, 
County of Union, State of New Jersey (Henry 
Farer being the agent therein and in charge 
thereof, upon whom process may be serv 
has complied with the requirements of Title 
14, Corporations. General, of Revised Stat- 
utes of New Jersey. preliminary to the issu- 
ing of this Certifieote of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORF. I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Certify that the said corporation did. on the 
Twenty-cighth day of November, 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by al) the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
in my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHEREOF. I 

have hereto set my hand and a’i- 

fixed my official seal, at Trenton. 

this Twenty-eighth day of November 

A.D., one thousand nine hundred 

and sixty. 

EDWARD J. PATTEN, 

Secretary of State. 

Dec. 8, 15, 22 $° 





(Seal} 





STATE OF NEW JERSEY 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
CERTIFICATE OF DISSOLUTION 


To all to whom these presents may come, 
Greeting - 
WHEREAS, It appears to my satisfaction, 


by duly authenticated record of the proceed- 


{ngs for the voluntary dissolution thereof 
hy the uranimous consent of all the stock- 
iolders, denosited in my office that 


CORPORATION 
whose principal 


SAGAMORE 
a corporation of this apes 


ce is situated at No. 637 Route #10, in 
the Township of sachuiebon County of Essex, 
State of New Jersey (Edward R. McGlynn 


being the agent therein and in charge thereof 
npon whom process may be served), hae 
complied with the requirements of Titl» 14 
Corporations, General, of Revised Statutes 
of New Jersey. preliminary to tie immuing 
of this Certificate of Dissolution. 

NOW THEREFORE, I, the Secretary of 
State of the State of New Jersey, Do Hereby 
Mertify that the said corporation did, on the 
Thirtieth day of November. 1960, file in 
my office a duly executed and attested consent 
in writing to the dissolution of said cor- 
poration, executed by all the stockholders 
thereof, which said consent and the record 
of the proceedings aforesaid are now on file 
{n my said office as provided by law. 

IN TESTIMONY WHERPOF. I 


have hereto set my hand and af- 
fixed my official seal. at Trenton. 
this Thirtieth day of November. 
(Seal) A.D., one thousand nine hundred 
and sixty 
EDWARD J PATTEN, 
Secretary at State. 
L.J.—Dee. 8, 15, 22 $21.60 
SHFERIFF’S SALE 
SUPERIOR (CHAN) D-233 
SUPERIOR COURT OF NEW_ JERSEY. 


CHANCERY yp bt pg ESSEX COUNTY, 
DOCKET NO. F-2918-5 Between Margaret 
©. Siniseul, Plaintiff, Willisan Howerton and 
Edna Howerton,. his wife. et als., Defendants 
Execution. For Sale of Mortgaged Premises. 

By virtue of the above stated writ of 
execution to me directed, I shall expose 
for sale by Public Vendue in Room B-16 
at the Court House, in Newark, on Tuesday. 
the 10th day of January, next, at 1:30 P. M. 
(prevailing time), all the following tract or 


parcel of land and the premises hereinafter 
particularly described. sitnate, lying ~ and 
being in the City of Newark, Essex County 


New Jersey 

BEGINNING on the northerly side of 
Bleeker street at a point twenty-two feet 
from the corner of Bleeker and Hovt 
streets, and on the Hne of Morris P 


r’s lot, thence running along the line of 
lot a northeasterly course eighty-fonr 
thence along the line of John Duffy's 
feet to 











westerly course twenty-two 
line; thence along his line a south 
westerly course eighty-four feet to Bleeker 
street : eee along the same an easterly 
e ntr-two feet to the place of 
RE ‘ps INNING. 

Being lot No. 3 on a map of the 
Deneck Lynch deceased and 
commonly known and desig 
179 Bleeker street, Newark 





approximate amount of the Judgment 





to he satisfied by said sale is the snm of 
sand Seven Hundred and Six 
r Twenty-One Cents (£4,706 91) 
er with the costs of this = Os 
’ ewark. N.J.. December 5, 
NEIL G. DUFFY. M sheriff 
George R. Handler, ae taenes 
a ler, 15, 22. 29. Jan. 5 $30.24 





NOTICE 


TAKE NOTICE that ‘a undersigned wil! 
apply to the PSSEX COUNTY COURT. LAW 
DIVISION Fesex Comnty Court Honse. 
Newark. New Jersey. on Thursday, January 
5. 1961 at 10 o'clock in the forenoon, for a 
judvment  anthorizing ELIZABETH VIC- 
TORTA MFTTEN to asenme the name 
FLIZARETH VICTORIA PIERCE. 
JOUN J. WYGANT, Eaq. 

26 Jovrral Sanare 
Jersey City. New Jersey 
L.J.—Dec. 8, 15 29 


A APPL no FOR 
ME CHANGE 


$9.45 
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State Bar Associations 
To File Briefs In Bar 
Integration Test Case 


More than a dozen state bar 
associations are expected to file 
amicus curiae briefs with the U.S. 
Supreme Court this month in a 
test case which could affect the 
future status of the integrated 
bar in this country. A January 
hearing has been scheduled. The 
case, which came to the high 
court from Wisconsin, challenges 
the constitutional authority of a 
state supreme court or legislature 
to compel a lawyer to pay mem- 
bership dues into an integrated 
state bar. 





Integrated state bars which 
have indicated they are consid- 
ering joining the State Bar ol 
Wisconsin in filing briefs are Cali- 
fornia, Michigan, Missouri, Ore- 
gon, Kentucky, Virginia, Florida, 
West Virginia, Texas, Arizona, 
New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming. 
Some will file separate briefs, but 
others are expected to file joint 
briefs. The American Judicature 
Society also announced it plans 
to file a brief. 

At the present time 27 states, 


the Virgin Islands and the Com- | 


monwealth of Puerto Rico have 


integrated bars. In addition, bar 
association committees in Indi-| 


ana, New York, Tennessee and 
the District of Columbia have un- 
der study proposals for the estab- 
lishment of integrated bars. Tray- 
ton L. Lathrop, a Madison, Wis., 
lawyer, raised the question of con- 
stitutionality when he sued the 
state bar jor the return of his $15 
membership dues. 


Picketing Of Taproom 
By Neighbors 
Upheld 


t> 


Philadelphia (ACCN) — A right 
to picket a taproom by residents 
of the neighborhood was upheld 
by the Supreme Court of Penn- 
sylvania, in the case of 1621, Inc. 
v. Wilson et al, January term 
1960, No. 144, opinion by Mr. Jus- 
tice Cohen, filed Nov. 15. 
Justice Bell and Mr. Justice Eagen 
concurred with the result. 

In that case the taproom owner 
sought a preliminary injunction 
to enjoin the picketing and boy- 


cotting of his establishment which | 


had been duly licensed by the 
State Liquor Control Board. 

The lower court, after enter- 
ing an order reserving decision 
on the application for preliminary 
injunction, heard testimony on 
the question whether operation of 
the place constituted a nuisance 
in fact. Before the hearings or- 
dered by the court were finished 
plaintiff appealed, at the same 
time agreeing that the chancellor 
could find that the operation of 
the business constituted a nuis- 
ance in fact. 

The opinion of the court on ap- 
peal points out that the opera- 
tion of the taproom admittedly 
constituted a nuisance in fact, 
and that the interests of defend- 
ants as property owners and res- 
idents in abating the nuisance! 
outweighed the plaintiff’s inter- | 
est. 

Whether the court would have 
upheld the picketing, absent the 
nuisance element, is not entirely 


| clear. 
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; nesses 
| é : 2 : 

urban renewal projects in Hart- 
| ford and New Haven, Conn. How- 


|/ness research, 


l 

| S.B.A. Issues Publication 

On Dislocation Of 
Small Businesses 


The impact of urban renewal 
projects on small business is sum- 
marized in a publication now 
available at the New York Re- 
gional Office of the Small Busi- 
ness Administration, Arthur E. 
Long, SBA Regional Director for 
this area, announced today. 
The summary is a condensation 
f a small business management 
search study, “The Impact of 
Dislocation from Urban Renewal 
Are 


as on Small Business,” pre- 
pare a by the University of Con- 
}/necticut under a grant from the 





Business Administration. 
report said urban redevel- 
and urban programs now 
661 projects throughout 
the nation affecting nearly 100,000 
firms, most of which are small 
businesses. By 1970, the report 
estimated, at least 50,000 more 
firms will be dislocated under th 
improvement programs. 
The report’s conclusions and 
proposals are based on detailed 
analyses of the experience of busi- 
dislocated as a result of 


The 
opment 
embrace 





the 


public 


ever, supplemental information 


/on firms in relocation projects in 


11 other cities and reports from 
redevelopment agencies across 
the country were said to have cor- 


| roborated the conclusion that the 


New Haven-Hartford experience 


| is representative of the pattern of 
}experience in the United States. 
| The study, first to be issued un- 


der the SBA grants for small busi- 
concludes that of 
the nearly 25 per cent of the dis- 
located firms that go out of busi- 
ness, some are submarginal and 
Substandard and could not exist 
in any area or in any circum- 
stances other than those of a slum 
area. It is pointed out, however, 
that more than 75 per cent of 
the dislocated businesses relocate 
successfully, and 85 per cent of 
these show increased profits with- 
in a year. 

Businesses which come under 
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Bankruptcies 
ihe names of the Referees are abbreviated 
as follows: L-Lipkin, T-Tallyn; F-Fishberg 
BRANDOLINI Whit Crow I 
Pa ” ; lab. $59,906 
S25.00U r L.T. & I solr 
M. Lario 2-14 
HbhGuUs, Pa iv 191 N 11 St.. N 
wx, Ni J v ab. $3,728.24 ASsets 
$500.00 L. DB & Poss Leo } 
v th = Ss] 
I o ANDYS, Henry 
refr. L.T. & F. ; 
KOEHLER, Karl Arthur, 1 
Lake Hi awatha 
$3,937 ref 
& C.; 12 its 
KRAVIS, Philip J 
« a Kravis 
Newark. N 
s Mux M 


LANDTAU, Will 
coln Park, N 
assets 350.00 
Ro 

MANGO i nas y 
& 276 Nathgeld 
In vol refr. L.T 














S s e. 
Mayer & mm. 
194 Selvage 
$274,502.50: 
solr. Max L 


Ave., 
assets 
Rosen- 


194 Selvage 
$118,345; 
solr. Max L 


482 Belmont 





PORRENCE, Eri Ave.. New- 
ark: Chap. XIII; refr. L.T. & F solr. 

3 rd x uh ts 12k 
A., 535 42nd St.. Union 
$9,539.41: assets none: 
solr. Alfred M. James: 


. 420 West Gartiel 
liab. $52,870.89; 
T. & F.: sol 








assets $ 38 “$46. ». 
George M. pane 
Walker. 
$6,401.67; 


WALKER, El 
+] 


anor C. a a Eleanor Walker, 
Glen Gardn vol. : hiab. $1,271.79: 
assets $155.00; refr. L. T. & F.: solr. 
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urban renewal programs should 
make every effort to keep fully 
informed of developments and 
avail themselves of financial and 
technical assistance offered under 
the program, the report advised. 
Under the Housing Act, a $3,000 
maximum may be allowed to 
compensate for moving and re- 
location costs. The average allow- 
ance, the study shows, is about 
$1,500 per business. 

A business which is faced with 
moving under these programs can 
increase its chance of successful 
relocation, the report said, by fol- 
lowing the study’s four recom- 
mendations: 

Work closely with redevelop- 
ment authorities and ignore ru- 
mors; carefully re-evaluate loca- 
tion and space needs; utilize 
available financial and technical 
assistance when needed, and pre- 
pare to act independently, if nec- 
essary. 
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National Newark Bldg. 
744 BROAD ST. 
Choice Suites Available 


HELMSLEY-SPEAR, INC. AGENT 
MI 3-6822 


CREDIT REPORTS: 


NEW JERSEY BUREAUS 


WILLIAM C. FAY, General Manager 
MAIL: Box 643, Newark 1, N. J. 
PHONE: MUrdock 8-5444 
WIRE: Union, N. J. 
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